5/24/70
Mary, Paul, Gary,

My frisnd Robert, who borrowed my Z copy during the winter, returned
with some of whst he has done with it and showed me a few things he noted in
tois copy, some of whiech L bsd missed. My own projector still lmcks the most
ineppensive tarts aftsr months of swaiting taem, so0 I've never tefore seen this
copy of & good one or one that can safely stop on individual frames, etc. i
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I now have e triple 16mm print, with colors added and removed to sharpen
clarity. He has a 16 mm print from which he will meke me slides when he can find
the right blanks to hold them. He has & 35mn negetive he has made but now lacks
safe means of getting it made into & positive.

Those of you who got my hasty memo on first viewing ti» Garrison copy, 3
I think addressed to Fred, msy recall my belief at least two films were ussd for :
the meking of this copy. Robert proves thst with ea3e, but it was done several
generations bafore tois copy, from certsin internal flaws.

Some splices are quite visible., They are made with mylar wnich, cshacter-
istically leaves bubbled - which makes me wonder about the antecedents of the
version of 20 printed by the Commission, where such bubtling, lonking on an 8x10
print I have like weter me rks, is appsrent. i

Early in the film there is a saort, sharp ckange in toe green color
I noted in this memo. There is both s splice and an excision at tast point, and
it would seems these couple of frames sre from o di fferent orint.

I bave not studled Fred's work on tuis. Some of you will recsll my
belief then expressed, thet no velid conclusions could be m de witnout consultstion
with en official cnpy in the Archives. When some of the lsterstions snd gamages in
this copy sre examined with any care, this becomes apparent, for even the framing
is different, There is at one point a cut or a tesr wiere tae splice lesves what
on prejection is 2 preminent wnite slit in the film. The missing frames have been
spliced irto tiais copy, slthough it would seem to be unnecessary, except rerhaps as
en identification mark, if it comes from en original copy.

If I could s upply him with clearer prints of the Lovelady frames of
overexpcsed Martin, there are processes by which he could bring out other details
now lacking end perheps enhenceg those that sre visible. He is snxious to get s copy
of Nix snd Mucomore to work with., I think %nis would be valuable. Alsc, e bas accaess
to @ris of either or both, from & good copy, snd ha coulgd supply clearer copies
of thése portions. His funds are limited, so what is the cost? I think what we should
get him to do is to take the availeble copy ani get the clearer partisl covpy of
which he knows and make copies in which the clearer frames replace the identicsl ones.
Until be sees what is evailable, that this is clearer camnot be certain. L em

deducing this from his description, thet is, of what he has already seen....One
of the intere:ting quirks of this prints is thst at & freme before totsl dissppear-
ence behind the sign the Preosident's hesd alone becomes invesible in it...He esti-
mates most of it is not less than 7th ggmsration. ..He is getting to know more
about the fact, which interests him much, and has technical knowledge and facilities
he can tap we should use but not abuse.

Best,

Harolgd



