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"Tneidentally, the sesarch of ths book depository for cursain

rods was regative.” (Pape §)

There was no ssarceh of thebulldirg for curbtaln rods, wWw 22
reveals that not until August 31, 196, did the Commission
ask the iallas FBI to ask Roy Truly, bulldirmg ranager, "if
he knows of any cutrtain rods belrg found in the TSBD bulldirg
after November 22, 1963.," Also, why "after” Hovesber 227
why not, ™Jere any found that day?"

"Desplte the dispute about just how he cerried the package,
the reasonable answer to this gquestion is that he dld take g
rifie to the Book Devosidory Building.® (Page 6)

Aslde Trom the qulbbling CBS languape, that he ook "a pifle”
when the only rifle in the entire world at issue was the
HMarmlichaer=Carcanno C-2766, hers CB2 flies into the face of
100f of the evidence. It also ipnored the testimony of the
only man in the world who saw Oswald enter the bullding, Jack
Dougherty (whitewash 19) who testifisd, "positively he had
nothing 1n his hands.” CB3 does not mention him.

"Despite these discrepancles, his co-workers knew and
certainly saw Oswald, The (BS Feows answer: Oswsld was in
the Hook Lepository Bulldinz when the shois were fired, most
probably on the sixth floor.” (Pagss 6=9)

T ia agsln is a quibble., The emsential corsluslon is that
Tpwald was in that sixth-floor window with ths C-2766 rifile

in bis hands, svd dll the credible svidence is to the contrary.
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If ne was in the bullding send was ot seesrs, he was innocerd
8lso., The testimony auoted by CBE 1s exhaustively dealt with
ey and was First in the firet two WwiTThwASH books, which
ares not mentioned, The guoted testimony of the three Sogroes
is disputed by the Incontrovertible aevidence of the suppressed
Tughes Pilm, which (B2 mlso suppressed {PHOTOGRAPHTC wHITHWASH
278=-80), which shows &%: were not where they testified they
were, that the DIllard picture was taken later than the Report
and OIS say, and that, at the critical momert of the actual
assassinati ony, there was nelther a man nor a £ifle in that
windew. Further, ¢BS suppressed offieial proof that Cewald
was then on the first floor, as digd the Commission, although
1% hed 1%, havirg asked me for 1is,

Tesethree shells, later identifled as fired from Gewald's
rifle, were found 42 minutes after the ehotBese” (Page 9)

These shells were not proved o have boen used In the assassine
ation, the key thing CBS omits, It 8ays they were "fired from
Oswald's rifle,” but when? There ls rertinent svidence bearing
on this suprressed from bhe Report (WiITewASH 28), It is from
Jo Tdgar Hoover and 1s that these shells had been flred pre=
viously on at least one neaésir}:a, and lneluded the markings eon
anothar rifls, on the live shell found in the rifle. To add

0 this suppression, as CBS does, the fact of the finding of
the shells L2 minutes later md of the rifie ten minutes after
that, iz % try and lend an alr of sithentleity to its misprge

Presentation, for there is no evidence that the shells were
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usod a2t that moment and in the assassination, ¢Bs alsge
suppressed the fact that, when ths opportunity to tie the
bullet and the fragments % the assassination by means '01‘ the
residues on them, the residues wers wiped off the bullet and
neither the FBI on its own ner the Commimsion dig anything
about it (woTITuwasH 163), 4id not analyze what remained of
these rosldues. The PLT and the Commission suppressed the
spsetrographic analysis by shich the bullet and the fragronts
could have been sonnected with the assassinstlon., CnBs Supe
Pressed this unpardonable suppresslion, of which it knew, This
matoe the CBS "concluslon” on Page 11 mors dighonest, It
resds, "From the ballistics evidence it seoms that the answer
o the cueastion whether Oswald's rifie was Tired from the
bailﬂii‘g is yess™ There 1s no such evldence., without "cone
cluding” that Oswald wes in the window, ana knawing 1% could
not, CBS accomplighed the Planting of this misinformation in
the minds of its sudlence with Bemantics, It then galid,
"seeit aprears that Oswald had the oppartunity and the murder
weapon, " which neither it nor the Commisslon proved, The
suppressed and ignored evidence is to the conmbrary,

"eesthe crities argue that Lee Harvey Cswald eould not have
fired his rifle fast enough or aceurately enourh to be Lhe
801le aS2ACBin., Jdow many shots were fired., . how long 414 1%
take to Tlre them?" {(Page 11), The conclusions flowing from
tiis arve {Pare L), "From our awn tests wex were eonvinced

that could be fired in 5.6 seconds op

less, and wih Feasonable accuracyes,” {page 14)e Part of &he
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basis for this erronecus, and quite immaterial, concluslon is
that "We have shown that &t Zapruder cmmera was gulbte possibly
running & ower than the Commigsion thought®(page 20).

The iast statersdt is a plaln, unalloyed lle. The best that
can be sald for what CBE sald it showed ls that other cameras
of the same make could run slower. It did not in any way
address the speed or tests of the partisular camera Zapruder
usedy tho only thing that ls pertinent, Both the FEI and
Boll & Howell agres thabt the eamera could not have run slower
than a 1little more than 18 frames per second,

Entirely immaterial is what pthers could do with a rifle 1like
oswald's {and here CBS, 1ike the Commisalon before 1t, falled
to ghow that this rifle was,; at the Sime of the amsassinatlion,
Ogwald's and in his poszsession). Oswald was "a rather poor
shot®, mccording to the Commandant of the Rarine Corps {WHITEe
WASH 30), With that partloular rifle, after it had been iove
overs the best shots the Commisslion could get, and under
altared elrcumstances to make the shooting easier, gould nod

_ _ , (WHTPEWASH 26). The
CBS "test” lg meaningless except as propaganda,
Horeover, the CES teat, rigged ani dishonest as it was, probed

the oppoalite of its comglusion. CIS refused $o make publie

the results of its btest, dild not inelude them in its four
howrs of the broadcasbs, ané declined to glve them to me, When
they failed also to give them to Mrs, Syivia Mearher, she
wrote anl tdd CB2 sxactly what 1te tests dld rrove, that 1ta
elsven axperts (whidh Oswald was not), in 37 attempts, could
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nok eoven be rsoorded in 17 cases besause the bol8 hung and the

rifls elther ¢ @é}ﬁ not be fired in time or the bullet jemmme |
and 1% omld not be flred at all. Mot g sinele expert CBS |
riflemen dupiieated the shootlng attributed to Oswgld. In

order o make sven thls very poor record possibls, CBS care-

fully framed the barget, whlch was golng in a prediciable
stralght lire and with no obstructions, like 2 blowling tree
in the way, with a dark background %o focus the eye on the
targets The FPresidernt was not this geccommodating %o his

assassins,

CBS Passethat hit (the Tirst shot to hit the President) must have
ococurred somewhers between fremes 210 and 225 of the Zapruder
filme A8 to Just where, we'll huve some irdrigulns new
evidence in s few minutes.” (page 13)

Fapcts Both of these statements are false. 7The Presgldent was his
before Trame 210, as theCommlssion’s own evidence, totally
ignored by UBR, proves [WHTTEWASH IT, "WilLIs 7Y% ulaz OWN
HAME" ).

Tiia "naw" svidence? That follows,

€838 "I¢ was first ocalled o ouwr attention by a distingulshed
physielst, Lr. Luls Alvarez, of the Unlversity of californie
at berkeley” {page 15}, |
Fact: Identieally this same Informsbion was first called to CEaY
attention by me in early 1966 (WHITHWASH L7)e Later I
| published addltional detall in WHITEWASZH 1I. who st CES?

%l prodecessor (then hls superlor) and the exscutive pro=
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ducer of #i1ls series of ghows, leslie HMidgley himselfs 1 re=
peated this in May 1966 and thereafter to a number of obhey

B3 ¥News personnel, indluding same who worked on this sariéa.

What is this "new evidence"?

"yekoffisein frame 190...80mothing must have happeded to Mr,
Zapruder when he was =- gsomething rust have startled him when
he wae holding his camer...and he Jumped a 1lttle bit with
the camerm.” {(pages 16-7)

WHITHWASH, page 473 T"Begimning with Frame 190, this suddenly
begcomes fugzy. Fothing had changed == the exposure was the
same.s+AS ary amatewr photographer knows, this clearly mears
that the change was in Zapruder. He was no longer holding the
camera stili. The slight wotion imperted to the camera by his
emotions at what he EaWe...0nly rsascnable explanation.®

And exactly the same thing 1s true of Pramex 227 (page 17) and
WHITEWASH IX,{pages 179, 213, 221),

But at thls polnd, (B8 pretends therse wers but three suech
fuzzy spote 1a the Zapruder fllim, whieh, 1t says, means threes
shots were fired. It has not answered my nquestlons, why 1%
4id not alse report what it knew, that there wers s halfe-
dozen such spods in the Zapruder film, and did this not mean
that a half«dogen shots were fired if the CBE argument is

. 5ho‘t$
valid for trog?

The Zapruder film "serves as a cloeck. If we know the sxact
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speed the gclock was runnings.s.possible to determine not only

A how many shots wers Tired, but the smount
‘of tims botwesn theMe,sIf the time betwesn the shots was less
than the btime necessary to operate Oswnld’s chesap bols zetion
rifleyssathen aabviwsly'ha was not the sole assassin (page 12)
sesBut 1f the cloek was not righteseths time span of the shots
seowould be affscted, Curlously, most of the critles theme
selves acecept the 18,3 speed without s questlion - sxcent one,
who i=glate it was ruming at 2l frames, as could have
happened 1if the; eontrel had been depressed, 20, wa decided %o
see 4f we eould cloek the cloek.,.”{page 19),

T e that one eritie, and this is not exactly whet 1 say

{WH ITEWASR 11, 180, 183«4). }’;’wﬁver, this also sssm%t-zs as
additlional proof that CBS knew sbout my sarlier and copyrichted
work that 1t attrlbatsd ic Alvarez and Wyckoff, for 1t also is
i1n this book., What I actually said iz that the PRI proved
there was a 30§ error betwsen the aé%ual Zapruder fllm, pro-
Jected at 18 frames a second, and i%s own erime re=snactment
at the seme speed, that the mctual Pidm showed 30%F less bime
reguired for the assassination than the Commlisaion gaid, :and
that this ecould exactly be socounted for if the camera wers on
slow motion at 2 fps. T then produced an TBI Deecember 4,
1963, report suppressed by the Commisslon and CES, in which
Zapruder i8 quotad as saylmg Just this, 8o, OBz surpressed
this rroof of a 307 error, roving there was less time, be=
cause 1t was deterrined to rresent 188 own misredrssert stion

that there was nors tire,
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S0, €8BS "clocked the eloek" (page 19). Fow? In not a sirple case ab

the slow-motion setbingd They did this with all flve o the

cameras "tested.” but all of this "Sesting" was esloulated

additional deseptlon, for the only resl speed is that of the
rsal, the only eamera used by Zapruder. There were variations
of up bo 257 between the cameras CBS tested. From this
freaudulent base, CBES corncluded, In the words of the "selentist®
Wyekoff, "they (more than one Oswald?) could have had up %o
elght and thirty-five hundreds of a socond ~- which is a pretty
long times” (It 1s s31ll & very shori time.)

Aside from the fraud in pretending to tesgt the camera at slows
motion, whiech CBS dld not, it is ;rlain triekery to rrotend that
becavee snother camera required more #lme, Zarrudsr's also dald,
a fact previously disproved by multiple testing by bobth the
PBI and the masnufacturer, Bell & Howell, PFrom thls CUS cone
cluded, "wWe have shown that the Zapruder camers wes gqulte
pogsibly running slower than the Comnission thought®™! (page 20)
It is not possible to exaggerate the dishonesty of this cone

clugsion,”

Comments There iz no CBS "eonclusion” contrary to the Comzigsion's
that CBS d1d not flrst read In WIITHWASH, whidh not only CBS8,
but thls same Bxecutive Froducer, read. It is bocsuse
kldgley's former superior, Falmer Williams, was so impressed by
WITITHASH that he asked me if he could keep 1t low sr sc he
eould pglve it to Vidgley to resd. Ttz other conelus ions, on
the speed of the camera (which 1t also pot from me) and "that

8 Hannlicher«Carcanc {which i1s not the gqueetlon at all, but
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thig Mamlicher-Carcano to the exclusion of all others) could
be fired "mors accurately than the Commission belleved™, 1%
proved the opposite.

C88 also reached "conclusions" on what it termed "secondary
questl ons”, In sach cmse, its "conclusions” are based on no
fact, were not addressed at all, or are corbrary to its own

svidentce,

With thls prelude, it iz not surprising that CBS found 1%
negessary $0 repsat what appearsz %o have been s carefully
gponsored lis, also svread atb the gsame time by the Associanted
Press md others: "The Warren Cormisalon,..dld not state that

fswald was theonly killer?®,{paze 21)

the very flrst chapter of ths =eport, deslgned to doible 88 a
press release, {ar which it was, actually, used, is mtitled
"summary and Conclusionsa". Under the‘ subheading "Corc lusions®,
the fourth is thils simple, direct, unequivocal sentence? "The
shobs which killed President Kennedy and wounded Coverncy
Connelly were fired by Lee Harvey Oswald.” (RBBORT 19) And,
forgetting its initial lie, Cu3 comluded its final show of
this series by telling the truth sbout this. There (on page 19)
it salds

"Would we be mors comfortable believing that a shot was fired
by a second assassin who materialized out of thin alr for the
purpose, fired a shot, and then vanished again into thin air,
legvirg behind no trace of hlmself, his rifle, hls bullet, or

any obher glgn of exiztence, Measursed azainst the alternatives,
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the Warrem Commission Report 1s the oasiest tn belisve and thaet

is 211 the Neport claime,”®

/0



