TIPPIT KILLING

Testimony of .(Mrs., Helen Markham, March 26, 196k, (3 H 30L.31; 3h0~2'
Deposition ( . July 23, 196’4. 7 H 499- 506)

Mrs, Markham is presented to the Commission as an eyewitness to
_thé slaying., There has been considerable public dispute about the
accuracy of her testimony and her reliability as a witness., The Com-
mission itself is hard put to explain her admitted description of the .
assassin as having wavy hair, which it attempts to do in the report
Charles Murray is listed in the eppearances as "observer”,
Before her testimony begins, the questioner, Asst. Counsel Ball,
is impelled to say, "Take it easy, this is just - ", at which point |
she interrupts him to say, "I am very shook up." She has an 8th grade

education which ended wheh she got married, In her almost 2§ years
of married life (not married on the day of her testimony), she spen't.
about 8 as a housewife., She has 5 children, including one son who
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"stays with ﬁxa". She is a waitress. (p.305)

On the day of the assassination she left home a little after 1

intending to catch the bus at I_’s.tton and .ieffersoxi. Her address is

328 East Ninth;l Asked again about the time, she says, "I wouldn't be'
afraid to bet it wasn't 6-or T minutes'after 1." She usuelly geis her\\
bus at 1:15 so it was before 1315, Asked which side of the street she )
'1ives on, @he says, "Ihat would be on the left", to which Mr. Ball E
replied, "You're right", and she says, "Yes, it would be rj;ght.i' At

the corner of Tenth and Patton she had to stop (p.306) because of

traffic, She was on the northwest corner bub is ¢ uncertain whether_i.t:

was, in fact, the northwest cormer., She saw, presumably while she was

standing on the corner walting for traffic,f a g man on the opposite side

of Tenth, almbst across Patton Street., Asked in what direction, she

said, "I guess this would be soubh,” Hr. Ball gently corrects her,
saying, "Along lOth, east? Was it along 10th?" She says it was, and
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he was walking away rrcm her. When she first saw the police car, "He
was driving real slow, almost up to this man ... kept walking, you

know, and the police car kspmk going real slow now, real slow, and they

- JUst kept coming into the curb, and finally they got way up there a

1ittle ways wp, well, it stopped.”

By this she meant that at a point both the men who was walking and
the police car stopped, Then, "I saw the man come over.to the car very
slow, leaned and'put his arms just like this, he leaned over in this
window andilookedj.n fhis window, " _Ball aéked,_"ﬁe put his arms on
the window ledge?" 'Mrs, Markhem replied, "The window was domn." This
is repeated a couple of times without Mrs. Markham being asked how, in
fact, she knew that the window on the side of the car away from her
and with the bulk of the body of the car between her and it, was, in
fact, down. The policemen was sitting behind.the wheel on the driver's
side, alone. At this point the testfmony takes the form of-sﬁatementi
by Ball with affirmation by Mrs. Markham, Meanwhile she says, traffic
continued to flow and "in & few minutes this men ... drew back'épd-ha
stepped back sbout two steps,” following which "The policeman calmly
opened the car door, very slowly, wasn't angry or nothing, he calmly
crawled out of this car, and I still just thought a friendly conversa.

tion, maybe disturbance in the house, I did not know, well, just as the

policeman got ine- " (p.307). Ball interrupted to ask, "Which W&yldid

he walke" and Mrs. Markhem replied, "Towards the front" and he had

gotten even with the front wheel on thgt_side when the man shof him,

She heard three shots, after which “The.man, he Jjust Haiﬁed calmly,
fooling with his gun," back toward her, toward Patton Street, the direc-
tion he had just come. She repeats "He didn't run, When he saw me he \}M

o~

looked at me, stared at me. I put my hands over my face like this,
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~elosed my eyos, I gradually orened omy fingers like this, and I opened
my eyes, and when L qid he started off in kind of s 1ittle trot," this
time towards Jefferson, Then she ran to hhe policeman, She saig before
she put her hands over her €yes, she didn't do anything "because I
cobldn't™. She sald rothing for the same reason. Asked "You looked
at ain?"  She replied, "Yos, ‘sir, He looked wild. I mean, well, he

did to me.™ Az he was golmg toward Jefferson Street, away from her,
 she said, "I was a?raid be was fixing to kill me." She deelined to
estimate her distance from him the ahooting. (p 308)
Apparently, from her testimony, he "kept fooling with bhis gun",
Asked 1in what bend he had 1t, she replied, "He had it in both of them,"

Aaked iT there wag anbyody else thers, she said, "I was there alone by
myself,” She saw no ons "until I was at Mr, Tippit's side. I tréed to
save his life, which was I d1dn't know at that time I couldn't do some.
thing for him,"™ Then she said, "I was screaming and holleriﬁg and I

was trying to help him a11 I could, and T would have. I was with him
until they put him 1in the ambulance,” She saig she never madel an N
‘esbimate of the distance between her position and Tippit' Asked o

agailn about the distance, she says, "Now T couldn t tell you how many -~ |
feet or nothing becanse I have never had no occasions to measure that.;\\\

Dulles wanted o know, "Was 1t further than this table, the lemgth of

this table?” She replied, "It was across the street." Duiaes then

inquired, "It was two or three times the length of this tables" Her

‘reply was, "Across from the street, That was too close.” At this point
Ball said, "4e have 2 map coming from the FBI., We thought i1t would be

here this morning." (p.309)

T e e e -
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She says she was taken to tne Folice Department " irmediately” ang latep
that day attended a lineupq She thinks there were I mer In the lineup,
similar in build, size ang coloring and "a1] atout the szwe height, "
Asked who else was in the lineup room, the Commission could get nething
more than "policemen” from her.' She denle seeing "a picture of anycne"
on television or elsewhere prior to the lineup. She also denied_bhing__
spoken to by the police ana espeuially denled g statéméﬁt such as "we.

had the right man" op somath*ng of that sort, when asked by Ball She

~denies she was told in what position the man would be. Asked 1ip she

- had ever sesn any of the men in the lineup, she sald she Eould not

lsimple uuestion "Did you recognize anyone in the llneup“"

'identify any and had never seen any og thezm before, (p.310)

Ag tbis point Ball who had been testifying for her with falr con.
sistency, resumed this method of qQuestioning and sald, "Was there & ;
number two man in there?" she replied. "Number two iu the one & picked, "
Ball sgaig than, "Well, T Shought you just to1d me that you hanaty . n
at which point she interrupted to say, .I thought you wanted me tqude;

seribe their élothing. ' e | ;

There had been nc reference to clot&ing.' It had begun wfth tbe

She also interrupted Ball's next question which was, "No. I wanted

to know if that day when you were in there ir you say anyon in there . "

and at this poip she inberrupted tc say, "Number two," She said, "they
kept asking me whmch one, which cne, I sadd, number th. When I said
number two, I Iust go* weak," By this she meant number two wag "ﬁhe

man I saw shoot the pol*ee“an. - Ball said, "You reccgnized him from

bis appearsnce?™ ang Mrs. Marlham said, "I asked . I lookea at him,

kY
When I saw this man I wamn't sure, but T haa cold chills just run all \

over me,"
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Ball asked, "When you saw him}" and she replied, "When I saw the
man., But I wasa't sure, so, you see, I told them I wanted to be sure,
and loolked at his face is what I was looking at, mostly is what I
looked at, on account of his ~eyes, thé way ne looked at me, So I
asked them if they would turn him sideways, Théy did, and then they
turned him back around, and I said the second, and they said, which one, -
and I said i number two. So when I séid that, well, L just kind of fell
over. ISverybody in there, you know, was beginning to talk, and I den'tt

She had remarkably
know, just - ", /Good vision to see his eyes diagonally across the
intersecticn, :

As to his o clothing, "He had on : light short jacket, dark trousers.
I locked at his clothing, but I looked st his face, too," ﬁakea ﬁhen,
"Dvd he have the same clothlng on thaet the man ha_ that you saw shoot \
the of fi*°”°" Jer reply was, "He had tnaee dark trousers on," shen,ay

s \.:_
"Did ho have a Jacket or a shirt? The wan that you saw shoobt Officer 2

Tippit and run away, did you notice if he had a jacket on?" She seid, |
"He hed a jacket on when tie done it." OShe described it as a "short
Jacket, open in the ffont, kind of = grayish tan,” which she told the
bolice. Asked then, "Did'any man in the lineup have a jacket on?" Sae
said, "I can't remember that,” Asked if the number two man did, she
replied négativcly. She sald he was wearing a light shirt and dark
trousers, Asked egain, "Did you,recognizé the man from his clothing
or from his face?™ she replied, "Mostly from his facd", and she was
sure it was the same men, ' |

Dulies asked her to explain what she meant by "on account of his

eyes" (».311), and she said, "He locked wild. They were glassy looking,

 because I could sec - ", Dulles interrupted to ask, "He had no glasses

on?" She said no and then after a few more comments, "I would know the

man anywhere, I know I would." This seems like an odd comment to make
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when the man in queétion has been dead for so long.

She 1z then shown Exhibit 162 (15 E 520). Of it she says, "But
that jacket it is a darker jacket than that, 1 know it was," She re.
peabs this in response to enother question, saying, “No, 1% was darker
than that, T know i% was. At that moment I was so excibed . " Ball
showed her a shirt then, Exhibit 150. She said, The shlrtﬁ%zzs nan
had, it was a lighter looking shirt than that,” She repeats this,
gaying, "I think 1t was lighter.”™ At this point Mr, Ball, "A11 right,"
and refers to Exhibit 521 (17 H 228) which she identifies as Lhe corner
of Patton and'ldth She is askad to "pus an X as to the polint when hé
looked atqayuu and you lookcd at him," She points to the spot, Ball
again says, "put an X" and she says, "I don't mow, I am.tpo nervous."
Presumably she did 1% because then Bell séys, "A£ the time the man was
standing at X .., where were you?" and she said on the cpposite corner,
Ball starts to ask, "Were you as close to the curb as - " and changes
this to say, "were you closs to the curb at that time?" to which she
replies/ affirmatively, My point here and the slip"of'Ballfs tongue
was the X that”mrs;'fgrkbam pub was_close to and almdsﬁ_at the centerp
of the arc of the curb, nofmore than 3 feet awey, This T sz certaln is
in dirvect contradiction to the testimony of other witnesses; snd, of
eourse, Ball was aware of 1%,

When Dulles asks where the car is, Ball cuts him off and says, "No."
and shows her Exhibit 522 (17 H 228) showing Dallas Police car Ho. 10
near a white house which she identifies and a driveway. She says, "That

is the big old white house, 40,7

At this point Ball shows her "a general diagram®, Exhbit 523 (17 H 229

showing the intersection of Patton ard 10%th, the corner propertics on

what is more or less the west side of Patton and the L properties on the

5
&23& side of 10th on the n@ngh side of Patton. (p.312.)
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When Markham sees it and Ballasks her “Do you undarstand thatﬂ“'

W

she said, "This would be the cornmer I would be at,"” But apparentlyathia

and south, Jefferson is down here. Can you 1ocate ﬁourself?“{ SheYtben

orients herself, Ball asks her on which corner she was standidg and ‘x

she says, "Forthsast corner is where - was standinga Ball says, North.-

east or northwest? This would be northeast and th;ﬁ would be northwest/
Here 1s where the squad car wouldd be. Right ther? Here is L0l "
Markham then said, "It would be this cornerithen” sf\and Ball says, "Well,
that is inortheast and that is northwest, - Were ¥y J;kittyeornerod?”z.
Markham =gg agrees, "I was kityy-cornered from it hike this." Ball
said, "Like that?" and she said, "Yes, sir," Beli\ inally said, "Well,
this is northwest, this is northeasﬁ, southeast, so:thuest, and here is

the car. We are going down the street now."” _ | N

.,

Shme witness§y She lived in the neighborhood, and after all of thia:\

she never did say what corner she was'standing on.' Again Ball asks her,
"Look at a number on that and tell me where you were standing.” She
replied, "I wes stending right at the curb,™ hnd hs asks again, "Do
you see a number?™ to which sha'repiies, " Number 5;“ 'Ball then says,
"Number 5 on this diagram would be indicating the place where you would
be standing, is that right?" and she says in return, "I was standing on
the opposite corner from that.," With infinite patience, Ball says,

"I know, but I have got to get you to tell me where you were standing.
Picture yourselflgoing donﬁ_Patton towards Jefferson.” She asks, "Going
down Patton?" and sgain he explains patiwntly, telling her the direction
from which he was coming, the direction in which her home was, and so
forth, Finally, he gets her to take a pen_ahd "show your course down

the sidewalk", When she does this, Ball says, "Is there a number there

'was in error for Ball replied, "No, thia wuld be Patton. whip is dorth :
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'%hat shows uheré yoﬁ were?* and she says, "Yes." Ball then says, "Near
5, is that right?" and she agrees, saying, "Yés," Dulles then wanﬁs
?o know, "That is the northwest corner?”™ and Bal*says "Northﬂaét
gorner; that is the northwest cornmer. Here is a picture, Do you
ﬁéécognize that?"
¥ If this woman couldn't tell where she was standing when she was
about a block away from home on a corner she crosses daily on her way
to work, how?ggidbe depended upon to testify about anything® She never
did say she was standing on the northwest corner,
She is then shown Exhibit 52 (17 H 230). After she sald that
she recognized the picture and that it shows sir phe (1t is
identified as a picture of "Markham standing at corper frem which she
~saw Tippit killing®), Byithis time, Ball is as.confusad as the Com-
mission?!s witnesses., He asks her, "Where was the man shot?" and she
replies, "Right here," and that place doesn't even show on this picture,
whiéh is a view of Patton, rather than 10th Street. So, perforce, it
was impossible for Mps, Markham to do what he asked/ﬁar, but she was
guite willing/aﬁgnethsleaa did it. Ball quietly corrects himself by
aaying, "Put a mark where you first saw him., Mark that A. Then he went
ﬁhich direction down the street?"™ She pointed out the direction and,
ﬁhder Ball'!s instruction, ﬁreu an arrow indicating it. (p.313)
/. ot trusting her to testify, Ball testiffed for her, saying, "The
féolice car had not come into sight yet?" and she replied, "That is
/'/right_." '
Butkhis is a contradietion of her testimony on p.307 where, when
Ball asked of this man "had he reached the curb yet?", she replied "sl.

most ready to get up on the curb®™ and Ball then asked, "What did you

notice then?"™ and she replied,"Well, I noticed a police car coming."
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Ball asks her to "put an X where the police car was when you first s#ﬁ
1t¥ put an X there and we will mark that B," i

If she did it, I can't see it, There is only oﬁa mark that it
might be, and even after the performance she has thus far givag, I am
reluctant ﬁo believe that Mrs., Markhem put the poliée car on the oppo-.
site side of Patton street on what p parently was a sidewalk and severl
carlengths away rruﬁ the corner.

In the same question, Bell then $old her, "Now,_after the shooting,
where was the man when you looked at him?" He told her to "mark that
C", She says she was still stending in the same position.

Whare#s earlier Mrs. Markham had marked this spot as approximatély
the center of the arec of the curbline and about/B inches in from the
curb, she at this point puts it on 10th Street and in thﬂ_street rather
than on the sidewalk, | |

Ball now begins a series of questions about photographs which is
subseguently marked Exhibit 525 (17 H 230) and being very careful to
try to eliminate all the possibilities for Maritham to make & mistake,
he draws her to the proper place ever so gently, saying, "It shows a
corner,” Note that even the court reporter knew this was not a question.
She agreed. He then said, "On the picture make a mark where the man was
when he came back and looked at you," and she replied, "Yes, sir. He
was a 1ittle behind this," Ball said, ' Just make an X there in general.”
Markhem then said, "That is supposed toﬂbe on the sidewalk"”, Here she
put the man in an entirely different posifion. It is, as ahe'said,.on
the sidewalk, But it is not at the same ;.::iﬁton the sidewalk where she
initially located him, This time it is considerably to the left in the

- olice -
picture, considerably closer %o the ﬁ;ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ car, and in any event instead

of a spot such as could be marked by an X, it is a line that is fully
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half the width of the property nearby, Apparently Ball assumed she
had followed his instructions because, in offering the photograph in
evidence, he said, "Phe X marké the position of the man who did the
shooting dn the corner after the shooting, and the arrow points to the

. squad car." The arrow had been put on in advance, and there is no X,

In this photogr&ph tﬁe police car was located as per Mrs, Markham's
instrustipnﬁ to those ého'arranged for the pictures.

Here Bail identifies Exhibit p22 which is a photograph looking east
on Patton Stréef, showing ¥rs, Markhem standing on the corner and taken -
from an.opposite rather than a disgonal cornmer. (p.31);) Then Dulles
aak# Mrs, Mariham to repeat "the scene that you saw where the man now
known to be Oswald went up and put his arms on ﬁhe door of the police
car, as I understand it." She did not hear any.ﬁonvarsation. She re-
peats appproxiﬁately the same deseription she had given previously, de-
seribing the man Dulles said was Oswald as calm and "wasn't in no hurry,"
Then of Tipppit,'“calmly opened the door, Calmly crawled out 1like he
wasn't angry,” She saw no weapon in his hand, and "he was just calmly
WRLEL G 6 Ehe Brent: of B ol al e e got even with the wheel on
the driver:s side, front, you kncﬁ; that man'shét him," She gave Dulles
a non.responée to the next question, which wes, "Did you see him draw
his revolver?” Her words were, "He shot him like this."™ Dulles was
satisfied to say, "I see."™ But Ball clarified it by telling her that
she meqnt.“from_the hip or from the waist", and she agreed, Of the

killer she then said, "It didn't seem like it bothered him, disturbed him,'

When Dulles aéked, "The policeman hadn't made, as far as y you could see,
any menacing gestures toward himy He wasn't trying to grab him or any.
thing of that kind?" Mrs. Markham said, "No., He was very calm, very.

I would say like in slow motion, you know, like he was getting out to
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talk with the man, or go in the house for disturbance or something, L
don®t know," ' : .
Agein Ball doesn't give her a chance - he testifies in bhe form of
a guesgion, saying "He shot across the hood of ‘the car?" lMps, Markhan -
replied, "Across the hood." (p.315) )
After Ball leads Mrs. Markham into saying that fhore was ﬁa pool
of bloed where Mr Tippit fell in the street” by the siﬁple of expedient
so stating _ wed
of assmzkaikmg himself and allowing her to say, "Yes, sir", he shomi
her Exhibig 527 (17 H 231) and asked if "it shows the approximate posi.
tion where M., Tippit fell after he was shot?", to which she replied,
"He fell right out this way"™, whatsver that means, Ball instructs her,.
"Look at the discoloration in the street. Is that anywhere near where
Tippit fe11?" She replied, "It don't seem to me it was out that far,"
Then repeating herself, she proceeds to explain how the pictures 11es;
"Here's" the "back right this way” the ™ike this is" and things 1ike
that are mot comprehensible from her testimony, The upshot, however, is
that Tippit was not where the blotch ‘that prasumably represents the pool_

 of blood was.

Dulles tries his luck by saying, "Is this sploteh out here in front
of the car a pool of bblood?" and before Markham can answer Ball points \
out, "out to the lsfﬁ.” Marham's reply was, "Lt aoema to me it ought to
be here.”" There is no indication of where she meant by "here". Ball
then said, "But there was a pool of blood?" and she agrsea.7(316) . When
Dulles asked if she actually saw the ﬁlood, he gbt a very graphic reply.

The Commission has been very careful to avoid asking Mrs, Markham
how far away she was from the squad car, Exhibit 523, with a diagram,

does have a scale. According to this scale, the streets are about 30

feet wide. The diagonal from curbline to curbline is under 50 feet.
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From Mrs, Markham's position to the closest point oﬁ the squad car is
sbout 120 feet, and from this point to the spot where Tippit was killed
is approximately another 20 feet,

Then Ball asked “rs. Markhem, "do you know a man named Mark Lane?"

He asked this in a variety of descriptive manners, asking if she had

ever spoken to a lawyer from New York, a lawyer investigating the case

of Oswald, 2 man who said he was representing Oswald's mother, etc.

Getting negatives to all, Ball quotes from Lane's testimony before the
Dommission (2 H 51) in which Lane said he had séokan to Mrg. Hﬁrkham _
who "told.me she was 100 feet'auay frﬁm the police car, not the 50 feet
which appears in the affidavit.” This is in reference to a statement
she gave to the Dallas police. He then quotes the descriﬁtipn Lone at-
tributed to Mrs. Markheam, "... short, a 1ittle ;n the heavy side, and
his hair was somewhat bushy." She denied saying that to Lane; "or any-
body else." Then she denied ever telling "anyone that the men who shot
Tippit was short, a little on the heavy side, and his hair was soméwhat
busgy”. She also deniea that she recalls the man as héving bean_of this
description. (p.317) When asked by Ball, "Is it your memory that his

 hair wes § bushy?" she replied, "It wasn't so 'bushz. It was, say, wind-

BLOwn or scmething., What I mean, he didn't have a lot of hair,” The
emphasi& is mine, Note that 1t represents a very clear retreat from
Nrs, Narkhemt!s position. instead of g saying it wasn't aﬁ all bushy,

she said it wasn't "so" bushy. Then Hrs.'ﬂhrgham, sgain unsolicitedly,
says, "I never talked to nobody." Ford aaks, ?ﬁ; taiephone or any other
means?" and she replies with an unequivocal "No, sir", Ford asked if
she ever got "an anonymous phone call from a person who asked you These

questions?™ and again hsr answer was an unequivocal negative, Ball

then quotes Lane as follows: "Helen Markham said to me she was taken
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to the police station on that same day, that she was very upset, oe.
identified Oswald as the person who had shot Officer Tippit in the line-
UPy eees RO ohe pointed Oswald out to her, ... She said when he asked

her how she could identify him, she aéid she was able to identify him
‘because of his clothing, a.gray Jacket and dark trousers.” She deniesng__
having made that statement, to him or anyone else, saying, "Not to any-
body," | '

At this point I want to quote Oswald's complaint to the ﬁc;lica,
as represented in the poliece statements téamselves, sbout the manner
in which he was dressed at the lineup, and his allegation that his dress
was different from that of the others, ' :

Mrs. Markham is then led by Ball thruugh a series of denials, in-
cluding a denial of the fact that the man she identified was wearing a
gray jacket, i

When cautioned by Dullea,.“Ibu have considered four answers very
carefully, have you, on this point?" she finally says, "I talked to two
men, and this man who told me he was from Phris,.France; ees” Dulles
asks her if the man said he represented a French newspaper, but she
didn't know the name (p.318) Note she seld two men. Mrs. Markham gets
a little cohrused in her description of the man, first saying, "this
man told me the government sent him", and in the very next response say-
ing, "He had - he showed me who he was., He was a new§ reporter.” Dulles
asked her if she éould recall the questions she was then asked. They
were "very few" and "ebout 1f the police had taken me down to the police
ststion and did I see anything after I went into the police station, hear
any TV, or see any TV, any radio, newspapers, or anybody talked to me,
and I said they did not." Her employer, Yames Gambolis, was present and
listened. At this point they took a recess, And at this point I want to

note that some of these questions she has not yet been asked by the Commiss
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Especially, had she seen a newspaper with Oawald s mExiem plcture, On
P.310 she was asked merely, in connection withr:the lineup, "Before you
want into this room, were you shown a picture of anyone?” and she was
asked if she had seen television. She was not asked if she had seen

the evening newspaper or any other source of a pictufe of Osmald, such

" as shown her by someone not a Dallas policeman,

After the recess Mr, Ball asked if "on the 224 of FNowwmber, 1963,
eso did you talk to an FBI agent named Odmn" ve. " She said she talked
to people at the polica station. Ball then quotes Odum as saying, "you
desecribed the man who shot Tippit as a white male, about 18, black hair,
red complexion, waaring black shoes, tan jacket, and dark trousers. Do -
you remember that?"™ to which she replied, "I never said anything aboutb
his shoes because I never did look at his feet. " She denied sayihg he
was 18, but she did remember seying he was black-haired (p.319)

She denied the red complexion part.

Then, asked who the other man was to whom she spoks, she said, "He
wgﬁ & newspaper reporter by Life magazine.,"” She said the LIFE story was
accurate, but "Very little of what I told him did he put in." Then she

denies ever talking to anyone else about "your testimony or your appear-
. 3 & _ ; J _ ny Y

ance in the lineup?” At the time of the killing, she said, under ques-
tioning, that another man did come up, but “notlimmediately“, but ”sooh."
He was in a pileckup truck., She does not recall what the man looked like,
and when Ball tries to lead her by saying "A dark man, looked scmewhat
spanish?“ she insisted,. 5y don't recall,” (P.320) |

She said she saw Scoggins and before the killing, while he was
“sitting in his cab”,

Perhaps she did, but if she did, her eyes certainly focﬁsed sepa-

f
t
%ataly. Scoggins was on Patton and the man she said shot Tippit was

I
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walking awaj from Patton on IOGh..'Sha also sald there was heavy enough
traffic to keep her from crossing the street. At this point Ball fin.
ishes his interrogatiom. It is cbnspicuoua that neither he nor any
member of the staff or any Commission membbr has asked Mrs, Hﬁrkham

to compare her description of fhe killer's haif as "wasn't so bushy™"
(p.318) with her accounts to the authorities, It is alsolconspicudua
that, if Lane Eas quoted her affidavit to the police cormectly, the
Commission has not asked her to reconciie the differences betwéen the

. 50 feet she estimated as the distance beﬁueen her and Tippit and the

approximately 120 feet that the commisaion's own exhibit shows it to
have been, _ ) _
Dullea said that he thought Mr. Ford would like to have the wit-
ness repeat what she sufi saw the man, now known as Oswald, dof after
the shooting...” This is something the staff has been avoiding because
it will lead inevitably to contradictions between Mrs. Markham and just
about all the other witnesses. She said "he turned around, came back
around toward Patton Street. Ha'waﬁﬁ't he didn't seen to be in a no

: hurrj. I thought he hadn't done anything, and he was fooling with his

gun in his hands, and he seen ma; and he atops.
Nowothis is the woman who has just testified she saw this same man
shobt Tippit over the hood of Tippit's car, At this point she said, "I

put my hands over my face and_closed my eyes bépause I knew he was going

to kiii me. I couldn't scream. I couldn't hoiler;_ I froze.” She then
gives eséentiéllj the.samé description 6f_thé_man "trotting off".  Here
Mrs, Maricham changedlhér story somewhat to say "He ran back, turned and
came back down 10th to Patton Street, He cut across Patbton Street like
this,” Her earlier version describes the calmness of his walk from the

police car at least to the intersection.
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Although Mrs, Markhem was excused, and it is understandable how

anxious the Commission would be to et rid of her, as an afterthought
‘\@'{ Dulles asked the attorney-general of Texas if he had any yquestions/ he
§ wanted to ask, and then said, "Could you wait for just a moment, We
1 are sorry %o detain you. There is something that might come up with

the next witness, and we might wish to ask you another question, I do

not think we will, ¥e are very grateful to you, Mrs. Markhem,"

The Commission was so afrald to question Mrs. Markhem that 1t even
failed to confront hez- with the contradictions it knew exist between
her testimony and that of othsrs. :
~ She was followed by the cab driver, William 1’?. Scoggins. Follow-
ing his testimony, she resumed on p.340, ¥ _

Here &]3;;&: shows her Exhibits 535 and 536 (17 H 235), two news-

paper photographs of Mark Lane, and asked, "if p'you have ever seen the

man who is pictured there ..." Her answer is "No." Ball asks 1r he
could have been one of the 2 men she spoke to, and this time she says,
"No, no.” Then Dulles says, "We are inquiring whether you had every
seen him after the assassination.” She replied Yes, I know., No; not
I have never seen

this man, This man I have never seen -/this man in my life.” At this
point, after himself asking only three guestions, Ball said, "I have
no further questions." But Dulles continued, asking Mrs, Markhem {f.

she knew who the man is, and she said she didn't: again Mr, Ball had

"no ofurther guestions", (p.3L0)
Comg/ Ford asked if she had ever had any difficulty with the daw,

to which she replied negatively, including evenftraffic violations.
At this point she is again excused. It is conspicuous that the Commia

\

slon has not asked whether her son has had any difficulties with the law,

He had. She was involved in them. The police captured her son when he ,z
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was wanted in hedhome, He was injuréd in an effort_to'eécape. And,'
nf course, 1t is possible this was a pressure point upoﬁ{ber3 if any
pressurs point were needed. After same discussion, Dullés calls upon
Redlich to identify the pictures as those of Mr, Lane, which he does.
Belin wants the record to show that the pictures hore no identi.
fication, Then Cong., Ford wants to know "What kind of pyesight do you
hawe, Mrs, Markham?" Herd reply was ‘that it 1s good. i : -
And that is it. If 1 anything developed in scoggix:iér tesi:mo'ny
sbout which theCommission wented to dsk Mrg, Marftham, %hey didn't,

'_,,"I'he Commission should have knoun there would be Jd,{scregi:@ncias between '

the testimony of Mrs, Markham and that of the a%sters-in-law Davis,
Mrs. Barbara Jesnette Davis followed Hrs. Nhrkham on the stand

y

N,

Deposition: f : i :ﬁ  _ﬂ. 5 ;#f,g

- July 23, 1964, Mr, Liebeler tooksa depositfpn frnm Hqun Markhem
(f7T H L499)ff.). He begins by repeating ﬁha quotationuor tﬁ£~testimnny
about Mark Lane and the various capasitias in whieh Line might have
represented himself to her, and she aaid hhat she had ndyar tafked to
him, including by telephone(p.l49), She | ‘}‘:\ m

She also says she hadn't talkpd to him between: ﬁhe tima or her %,

appearance in Washington and that day. After the most positive kind
of denial from Mrs. Markham, Liebglar then says, well, now, I'll tell

you very frankly, that we have & %ape recordmpg of %ﬁﬁ‘honversation

that purports to be a conversation between #on andrgark Lane on the
telephone and I have a transcript which we ﬁill mald as Markham Exhibit
Nof 1 - ". She interrupts to say, "Let me @eli you now - " and Liebeler
interrupts her to say, "I ask you to read %he transeript and I will make
arrangements - I hadn't thought you wnul@'bd here until 1 o'clock this

afternoon, so I don't have a tape recordér hire, but I think I can have
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the Secret Service bring one over, Would you like to hear the tape, .

so you can tell us whether or not that is your woice?" . She said, "Yes;
sure,”™ She then said, "U am going to tell you this, now, there was
someone - let me tell you this . there was someone one day - this was
all to me ; I was scared, and I was, you know, frightened, and one day
- now, this brings me back - the memories [pererring to the tranackipt
heretofore mantiongg/. One day on my job there was someone that called,
but he told me he was from the city." She then said this man reﬁresented
himself as_"Captaih Fritz - over this telephone - Capt. Will Fritz" and
she repeated this again. -Liebeldr then tells hér, tﬁe imim transcript
indicates a telephone number'that'ﬁus called and asks for the télaphone
number where she worked. She sald she had forgotten it, T
Riverside 8 number,” Liebeler asis her, "Is there such a number as
Matthew 7-6897a" to which she replies negatively. ﬁe then informs her
that the transcript indicates that such a number was called. 9p.500).
Liebeler tries to cut her 6rf by saying/ he'll have the Secret Ser-

- vice bring a tape recorder there,-bﬁt Hrs.-ﬂhrkham econtinues, saying,

fSure, and this man - what this man told me - he told me he was from

the Dallas Folice Deparﬁment.and.hﬂ said it was concerning the Oswalds

' ?hd they had to get a little more information from me," Again Liebeler

A

it

}tries to cut her off, saying, "Well, let me call the Secret Servied", but
1she won't atop, continuing, "And listen, that was the only call I know
" 0fe ooo"., Liebeler again aaya, "Why don't We suspend mnmontarily ...“

_apd this time she shuts up.

The proceedings began at 10 o'clock. They were resumed at 11:40.

Liebeler introduced John Joe Howlett, of the Secret Service, who had

_ brought the tape recorder and was going to operate it, Liebqler told

her to listen to the conversation and "tell us.whether or nob thi;}s
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i
an accurate reflection of a conversation that you ‘had over the tele.

pbbne some time ago?" When the reporter asked how much ,of the recording

to take down, Liebeler replied, "I don't want any of this on the record
noW ..." After the beginning of the playing of the ta?e? the reporter
.noted that "when the witness, Mrs, Markham, began to 1ndicate reactions
to the recorded conversation, the reporter reaumed npaozding same as
hereinafter shown end the record begins with the queatian and answwr at
the time Mrs, Markham began to indicate her reactions. 1

Liebeler said, "You are shaking yeu head, /28 p you 115ten to this

f'tape recorder, Mrs, Markhsm, John Joe,ﬁlet'%/atop the recorder for a
moment, What do you mean to indicate by thkt]v“; Mra. Hﬁrkpam said, "I
never talked to that man," Libeler saaked wa.é it ber voice, and she
replied, "I can't tell about my voice, but tha% %ma.n T never talked
to no women or no man like that," Liebeler ,fthen asked, And'doesgthis
memorandum appear to be an accurate and, exaot transcript of the record.
ing?" Her reply consists of a series or incomplate and unconnacted
thoughts, concluding with "that's nothing like the telephone call I got
- nothing."™ Lisbeler then said, ”Let's continue with the recording an&a
see 1f you recognize your woice hare=on the tape.” (p.501,)

After about 1.3/} pages of the uninterrupted tape recording,

Liebeler interrupts to say, Now, you are shaking your head at this %
point, Miss Reporter, you are taking the transeript down."” The reporter
answered, 'Yes". Liebeler then asks Mrs, Markhem what she had in ming

(this is in the middle of p,503), Her response is, "This man . I have
never talked with, This lady was never on the-telephonn. This man that
called me like I told you, he told me he was from the city hall, the
police department, the police department of the city hall,” Liebeler

‘1
asks, "do you remember having this conversation with somebody?" Her \
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reply is, "Yes; I do, but he told me he was from the police department
" _of eity hall and he had to get some information, a little more informad

tion from me. That was my boss that told me . the one that said, 'Wait
' ﬁ minute,? that was mj boss; Mp, Sam Gambolus," She agreed when Liebeler
‘asked, "And you received this call at the place where you work?", fol.
lowing which he asked, "Do you remember specifically that whisi the tele-
pPhone calls started, that this man told you he was from the city hall
of the police depariment?” ﬁer reply begins, ”Yes, sir;. yes, sir; right."
What follows is non sequitur, but she in part repeats, "he was from the
. police department of the city hall ... and so I got permission rrum this
g "boss, My, Gambolus, to talk with this man ,.." She repeats againlthat
| he was from the police departme nt. i
Liebeler polints out the tape recording_ahows "rhis man is asking
yoﬁ what the police'did,? which she said she knew, and Liebeler further
shows the man said, "the police took you md youwr arfidavit."
Her reply is, "That man - I have never talked to hhat man. I_talkéd
to a man that was supposed to have been rran.the police department of

the city hall,"  She does not recognize the man's wice. (p.503)
Liebeler asks, "How do you explain the fact that the woman's voice
on this tape recording is your voice?” which at first she doesn't answer
‘but then she responds as follows. "And I never heard this lady's voice
~before - this is the first time." Liebeler then asks, Do you have any
doubt in your miﬁd at All_that the lady's voice on the taﬁe now 1s.yoﬁr
vﬁice?“ Her response is, "It 1In mw.voice, but thiz man told me he ﬁga
from the city police.”
Liebeler then attempts to point out some of the contents of ths

tape which indicate Lane was not representing himself as from the police

- entirely aside from the fact that the transcript of the tape is clear
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he wants to know if she “then engaged in this telephone convereetionv“
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and explicit on his identification of himself, his purposes, and 5o
forth, Her reply wes, "Man, I have never heard such a thina as this,"
Liebeler continues with the same line of examplee, eoncludin% with the
statement, "You couldn't have thought he was fmm the ﬁol@ce prertment
if he was asking you what you were telling the police berore 4 dO'you
agree with me?" and she did agres, saying, "Yes; but he told mﬁ he wae
from the police department ... " . Liebeler then suma it up tﬁie way,

i
5
,

"80, it 1s your testimony that even though you engaged in tbia eonvera X%
sation here, the man - then he started out, he told you that helﬁes

from the police department; is that right?“ and her| reply was, ?Yee, sir;

I wouldn't have never talked to this man. ... and tbie 1edy ‘never taiked _
to me.” Liebeler asks, "Which lady is that?" Her reply was, "On th&s\k
i Lh "‘-."

tape.” He asks, "Which lady on the tape?® end her reajonse 1;, "It wae;

a woman talking.™ | ::;‘ Kf s B ﬁ : -_J?i
Liebeler asks, "I thonght that was your voiee?" to which ehe re- :

sponds, "Not at the first there,” Liebeler aeks if she 1e referring

to the telphone operator who placed the long aietanee call. She replies,'

"No; my boss called me to the telephone." Arter coming to tbe phone,

B
e

and her poeitive response was "Yes; he certainly aid."” Liebelerxthen

says, "So that, in faet, your testimeny is that you had never had.any-
body introduce themselves to you as Mark Lane?" 'Her response: "No, sir,"
Liebeler rephrases it as follows, "And you haven't talked to him over

tke telephone?™ She again denies that she did.-. -Liebeler again asks,
"You don't have any doubt, however, that you did engage in this partieﬁ_
lar conversation, except thatp you are having frouble at the beginning\
and end of it becamse you said that the man told you that he was from \\

x;
\

the police department when he called?” She insisted, "Yes, sir; he cer-

tainly did, I know he did."™ (p.50L.)
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Liebeler then asked, "Did ydﬁ ever tell anybody that this man who
‘shot Officer Tippit wes short and stocky and had bushy hair?" In say-
ing "No", Mrs. Markhem, in the words of the reporter, "handed instru-
ments to mr. Liebeler". Liebeler described .them as "a couple of pieces
of paper here that you want me to look at?" She sald, "Please - thisg
here doesn't j make sense and let me show you - I don't kzéu what to think
about it, bu£ I got this, but my daughter nouldn*t let me have it because
I was very upset at the time and I don't know what it even means.” These
turned out to be a ietter.posgﬁarked Dalles, Texas;-ﬁuly 11, 196L4, from
Jemes Kerr, P.0. Bbx 2897, asking her to contact him about " w4 2 matter
which I Believa will be mutually profitable”; and a telegram frdm the
United States Information 4gency telling her that they would likeher
to appear on a television progrem they are making on the rindings.of the
Warren Commission and on which the President of the United States, Com-
mission members and aélectéd witnesses will appear, with respect to the
rormer,_although there was a telephone number giveﬁ and a post office
box, sbh couldn'tlget in toueh with him; asked sbout the telephone number

that appeared, she said, g believe it was elther the police department

- I don't know, but I called.” (p.505)
Agent Howlett interrupted to say he had diacuéaed the matter of
the USIA telegram with Mrs, wmarkham when she had called him and that
it was a legitimate operation of the Uhitodlstates dearnment.. She
asked Liebeler what she should do, and he told her that neither he nor
Howlett could advise her, but she might write to Rankin, the Commission's
genefal oéﬁnéei. Afﬁer this diversioh, Liebeler returns to.the ﬁape
end says, "we have listened ... part of the way through, to about page
6, and you followed it through to that extent, have youfnot?" She had.

"And you are satisfied," Liebeler says, "that to the extent we have
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listened %o the tape, that it is accurately set forth in this memoran.
dum?" to which she also agrees. Nonetheless, she 1nslsts,."but that
man is wrong. Why would anybody want to do anything like'that?“ He

i a s

asked her to initial what he described as "that memorandum and she
wrote her nama on it.

Thereafter, he says, "Thank you very much, Mrs, Markham, I don't

have any other questions at this time." Her response was, "Well, that
just worries me," Liebeler's answer is, "Well, we will have to do fur-
ther investigation into this," lrfer another maaningless:statement

from Mrs, Markham, Liebeler said, "Thank you very much, Mrs. Mnrkham"

SR S R TR i

again trying to terminate it, but she persisted and asked Fwell, Hill

I get into any tmwuble over this?® Liebeler's assurance in the face
of her clear end admitted perjury is simply ineradible. He replied HXI
"I don't think so, Mrs, arkham. I wouldn't’ worTy about 1it, I don't i
think anybody is going to cause you any trouble over that [?eferring to -
the telegram/. ' NS

How could anyone possibly believe thatlmwS. M&rkham was reférring

to the telegrame She'then sald, "Tgat was dirty in that man doing that.

Liebeler asked her to repeat it and she used exactly ; the same wbrds,

e e S eI L R T R e

after which Liebeler responded, "Well, I would think that's right.” Her
last words weré, "Wall, he's not no better than Oswald - that's right,"
g L+ .

The full text of the tepe recording is in Vol. XX, Markﬁgm Exhibit
1, pp.571-99, and was transcribet by the Federal Buresu of Investigation.
The source of the tape recording is not indicafed. The déte is July 16,
196l, and the caption is: _

LEE HARVEY OSWALD, aka

INTERNAL SECURITY - RESSIS - CUBA

Sometimes one wonders.



3 With respecl to the text of the transeript, it begins with a

% ' remale voice placing a telephone number, another mi;}:;ie voice sayinp

g "Long distance calling Mrs, Helen Markham, pleaae, Mrs. Markham idan-

g - tifying herself on the phnne, and then on the second typed page (p.572)
3 Mark Lane introduces himself by name, identifies himself as an attorney
investigating the Oswald case, says he is about to testify before the
Warren_commission, sbout the results of the investigation he has been.
condunting and so forth, and thersupon 1aunctee into a series of que s..
tiona,/not one of which sbe objecta and all of which she answers. Many
of them are in contradiction to some of the things she is repreaented
as having said in official documents. She says the man who shot Tippit
was short, that his hair wes "just a litkle bit bushy", that in the

; police lineup he was wearing a "light gray;looking jacket", that Tippit
Z rolled o the window of his car doun_and if it wasn't in her affidavit

it should have been: that at the time of the Tippit killing, the police
asked her only about his clothing and not sbout how he looked; that she

could not, in fact, see his eyes, "it was so far"; that she was told by
several FBI agents, 2 or 3 Secret Service agants, and 4 or 5 Dallas city

detecﬁivas "for my omwn good; I don't cause I don't want to get, you know,

involved in nothing," as the reason for her not discﬁssing'tha case with
anybodyg she conciuded by thanking Lane, ®very much, and I, if you need
anj more or anything else well Just call me or come doun.

This woman has, on several occasions, under oath, insisted she
never spoke to anyon&, never spoke to Lana, never heard of Lane, neier '
had a telephone conversation, snd except.for 2 LIFE and a French re-
porter, never had any discussion with anybody about her testimdny in
any way, She persisted after being cautioned by Dulles to think throughm
what she was saying earefully, she persisted when she was cautioned by
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Liebeler; she persisted after she had the trans;ript of ths tape record-
ing in her hands; she persisted after she heard the tape recording; she
parzkx pretended that she was one Helen Markham and'the women on the
tapé was another Hslen Markham, et the same time admitting that they
were one and the same; and she offered no ezplanation that made any
sense whatsoever, In faect, some of her explanations might, in thenm.
selves, constitute perjury.

This is the woman upon whom the cammission/ draus g0 heav*ly in
the Tippit part of its report. How the Commiasion could have even conf
sidered such a witness is beyond comprehension, Efeﬁ with the gréat |
tact and delicacy with which they handled her, her testimony.in itself
is of mo value. Tt is contradictory within itself, and is in comtra.

diction of other things she has sald under oath. Even with the Cpmmis.’

~sion not asking any of the oh, so many qusstibns, any one of which would

have proved she was talking about things she just didn's know about and
had said she had seen things other than what she did see, - and these

 were things the Commission staff and members certainly knew should have

' been asked - she comes through as a witness of whom the mosi generous

corment Hould be that she was highly undependable. Actually, much norsea_
is the case, _ I

But in addition to that, the Commission knew her to be 2 perjurer.
In addition to that, Mark Lene had challenged to confront him snd Mrs.
Markhem each with a pefjury eharge. The Commission handled Léna_in_a
manner that even his enemies would probably concede was improper.

Do they confront Mps, Markheam with her admitted perjury? No. When
she expresses her concern over getting in trouble, Liebeler asaures her

he doesn't think she will, tells her not to worry about it, and agrees

with her description of what Lane has done in an effort to bring the
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truth out of her perjury, "that was dirty"! :
Once the Commission had a tape recording and the transcript there-
-of, normal procedure would have been to recall the witness and to con-
" front her with her perjury. The-commisaion elected, instead, to have a
staff member go doun to Dallas and offer her a chance to cover it up on

. the &#¥x q.t. When she couldn't, he nonéthelegs, told her not to worry.



