
(1) I have no doubt whatever that CBS conceived and executed its "documentary" in 
an attempt to rehabilitate the disintegrating Warren Heport and to reverse the 
increasing trenc of public opinion te doubt and repudiate the preposterous 
and discredited findings of the Varren Cammission. In my opinion, CDS was 
determined at all costs to restere confidence in the Report, even if this 
required unserupuleus metheds. The CBS Sews Inquiry was in no way an impartial 
fact-finding process; 1+ was a maesive, expensive, and deliberate piece of 
propaganda to promote public acceptanee af Covermment truth. In fact, I have 
the impresaion that the whole effort boomeranged, because it was so blatant and 
transparent a propaganda showpiece. 

(2) The blurring of certain frames of the Zapruder film and the possible correlation 
of the blurred frames with rifle shots was first postulated by researcher Ray Marcus, 
in 1965, in an uwmublished critique; and by Harold Weisberg in his 1966 book Uhitewash. 
CBS was not about to give eritice of the Warren Report credit for this discovery but 
dymically and dishonestiy attributed the discovery to Dr. Alvarez and to CHS itself. 
in other circumstances, one might regard this as one of uany examples of parallel 
discovery by independent researchergs bul. in this case, it seems a clear instance 
of usurpation, because CES was in possession of the book Whitewash for more than a 
year before lis so-called "news inquiry." 

As te the significance of the blurred frames, I do not feel competent personally 
to form any cateporieal conclusion, I would only point out that while CBS cited 
three blurred frames, mmbers 190, 227, end 318, there are two more fremes which are 
equally blurred which CES did not mentioreenmumbers 195 and 203. If the correlation 
between biurred franes and rifle shots is valid, the evidence would then suggest up 
to five shots, at intervals entirely too brief in some cases to be accounted for by 
a single bolt-action rifle. The alleged assassination rifle requires 2.3 seconds 
or 42 frames between shots. By that yardstick, CDS has a problem even with the 
three frames it cited, excluding the two additional frames I have mermtioned. 
CBS cited frames 190, 227, and 328; but the interval between frames 190 and 227 
is only 37 frames, which is less than the required of 12 frames between 
shots from the alleged assassination rifle. 

This is 
exactly what the early hit position taken by various critics postulates—more than 
threes shots, some of which were fired from behind the car but not necessarily from 
the sixth-floor window of the Depasitery, and some of which were fired from in front 
of the car, from the richt. 

(4) the trouble with Dr. Helpern's analysis of the Zaprudar film and his conclusion 
that the first shot could have been fired as early ag frame 166, before the car 
vanished behind the tree foliage, is that he ignores the problem of the trajectory 
of the so-called bullet that struck the President in the back of the neck and 
supposedly exited at the Adam's apple, at an angle of declination of about 17°. 
That trajectory correlates with a shot between frames 2710 and 205, If there waa 
an earlier hit, let's say at frame 186, when the Presidential car was closer to 
the Depository, the trajectory would be no? z not 17 and a fraction. And if the 
bit was still earlier, at frame 166, the trajectory would increase to perhaps 65° ‘ 
At that angle, a bullet striking the back of the neck could not exit at the Adants 
appre. We would be left where we were on the day of the assassination-—with an 
entrance wourd at the Adan's apple, which is exactly what I believe personally 
was te case. Lut this is hardly what Dew. Helene interded to argue. He was 
trying to salvage the lone assassin theory. But his argument of a hit at or before
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frame 166 only raises a whole series of new problems which leave the lone~assassin 
theory in shanbles. 

(5) The CBS rifle tests better simulated the conditions at the assassination scene 
as reconstructed by the Warren Commission but CBS, like the Comission, used expert 
riflemen instead of markemen whose akill was comparable with Oswaldts poor rifle 
capability——which is a matter of record, ven so, in 17 out of 37 attempts the 
CBS rifienen were unable to fire three shots within 7-1/2 secomis, while in those 
cases where 5 shots wero fired within this time-~span, there was an average of 12 
hits in 3 tries. What the CBS tests proved was that even rifle experts had 
considerable difficulty in achieving the feat attributed to a lackluster rifloman 
Like Oswald and that they failed repeatedly to match his supposed speed and 
accuracy. iInmy opinion, th: cBS teste merely correborated and siren t bened 
the conclusion that it was impossible far a markeman like Sewald to Sire three 
shots with two or even three hits in the time-span stipulated in the Warren Report. 

(6) I believe that the single-billet theory originated out of the Garren Comissionts desperation to prove that Oswald was the lone assassin even vhough the evidence it 
elicited came into conflict with that assumption and ultimately proved it absolutely 
impossible. The interval between the first shet that hit the President and the 
shot that hit the Governor wes too short for both bullets to have come from the 
alleged assassination rifle. This posed a prima facie case for separate shots 
from two separszte rifles, If the interval was arbitrarily increased, by an carlier 
hit on the President or a later hit on the Govermer, it would raise a horrible new 
cdifficulty-~—first, that these shots cou'ld not have come from the sixth—floor window, because of obstruction of view in the case of an carlier shot at the President and because the Covernor was not in position te be hit from that location after frame 2h0 according te expert testimeny; secondly, because it would mean that the maladroit marksman Osweld had achieved three hits iin three tries » While even rifle masters 
qualified to shoot in Olympic competition could not do under much Less rigorous 
comii tions. 

it was this cesperate dilemma, in uy Opinion, ast spurred the contrived single- bullet hypothesis, apparently formulated by the inventive Aricn Specter. All the evidence is acwinst this preposterous theory, bat the Warren Report deceltfully and dishonestly pretends that all the evidence indicates that one bullet inflicted all of the Governor's wounds, and that the stretcher bullet speci ically would have done all the non-fatal damage inflicted cn the “resident and the Governor by striking both men. Even a Commission lemyer, Wesley idebeler, saduitted during a public discussion at the Theater for Ideas on sepuenber 30, 1966, that the assertion in the Warren Report that alll the evidence supports the one~bullet theory is "simply not correct—the Heport is wrong in that respect, and there is no doubt about it," 

CES presented the single-bullet theory in the most favorable licht possibie but so far as I am concerned CBs only succeeded in strengthening the case acainst the Single-nissile, Its wound penctration tests proved that not one of the test bullets met the requirements; some lodced in the simulteted wrist, and none was able to penetrate the simulated thigh, That in Ltself is devastating te the single-bullet theorys “hat speaks even more thunirously against the. theory is the fact that cBs did net exhibit or describe a single test bullet. From this T infer that CBS did not recover any bullet that resembled the virtually pristine stretcher bullet «a wrote to CES immedistely after its so-called news inquiry requesting photographs or detailed descriptions of the test bullists, and other datas I was so certain that my request would be refused thet T said that it had been refused, in the manuscript of a review of the C8S production which i wrote for publication in the September issue of The Minority of One y to weeks before the official refusal arrived from a high official of CiS. The net result of the CBS presentation with respect to the stretcher bullet ang the wound penctration tegte is to convince
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is planted or fabricated evidence, The scaly "new" information which emerged was 
that CDS has joined the Varren Commission in a deliberate misrepresentation and 
deception about the evidence in the assassingbion and what it really means, in a sinister propaganda ploy which betrays the public interest that the network is Supposed to serve, and violates truth and justice in an ugly way indeed. 

me more than ever that the Single~bullet theory is a fraud and the stretcher bullet 

(7) See {6) above, 

(3) I cannot join CSS in the solem respect with which it heard dr. Hunes! self-vindication. Dr. Humes is under wide suspicion of having falsified the antepsy report, or at Icast of having blundered incredibly his conduct of the post-mortem examination. His so-called authentication of the autepsy photos and x-rays, in the face of the fact that Lougressman Kupfermanis request to view these photos and x-rays accompanied Dy two highly respected cxperts—eii. 
Wilton Helpern, medicel examiner of NYC, and Dr, Gyril He Yecht, a forensic 
pathologist of high repubation—-hes been Jenled, merely imtensifies the croundls fer suspicion. Ch severely criticised the Warren Commission, ina different Segment of its "news inguiry,” for having permitted the FUT to vindicate itself of suspleion that Oswald wes on its payroll. Apparenthiy CLS failed to sce the analagy of Dr. Imes' self~exoneration. oreover ; GUS carefully avoided an exposition of all the evidence which is in conflict with tae pasition of the wound es deseribed by Dr. Mames—for example, the holes in the President's Goat and shirt, the testimony of federal agents who witnessed an deseribed the wound in a lower position—in one case, specifically six inches below the neckemand the position of the woul chalked oa tie back Of @ Stand~in for the assassinated President during an FBI recmicinent. That body of evidence absolutely convinces me that the wound was well below the neck, approximately in the position shown on the aut opsy diagram (allegedly in error, by br. Beswall) and corresponding with the bullet holes well below the collar of the coat and 
shirt, 

(9) The interview with tr. Malcotm Perry was helpful in that it led CBS tc correst the record on one important point. The Warren Report Laisely asserts that the Parkland Hosnitel doctors formed no Upinien as to whebher the anterior neck wound resulted from the exit or the entrances of & oullet, and that pross reperts that the wound had been described aS an entrance hole were inaccurate, CBS, on the other hand, seid flatly that Or. Perry did tell reporters that tho neck wound looked like an entry wound and that there was no doubt that or, Perry presented this as his firm opinion. That is what the critics have always insisted, and I an personally pleased that CNS has telatedly come over to our position on this explicit question. Perhaps, given enough time s CDS WLLL recoprdge the nerit of other of the argumenta which originated with the eritics for whom the network has such patronizing disrespect ad hostility, 

(10) Jackson's oxplanation of his alleged instructions to Tippit and Nelson at 12245 pate to proceed to central, Oak Cliff because that area had been left umenned When its regular patrols were redeployed ta the underpass—that explanstion is completely incongistent with the feets, ventral Oak Cliff consists of shout ten districts, normally manned uy Seven officers (some of whom cover two adjoining districts}. Befere the sheeting of the President 7 Ohne of those men was assigned to Dealey Plaga and acother to the Sheraton-Dallas Hotel, leaving five men in position in Central Uak Cliftt, These men were stili in position at 12:15 pem, When Jackson supposedly dispatched Tippit and Nelson there ~ecause it was unmanned. The alleged instruction would heve left TMopit's district » and Nelson's, unmanned, while increasing manpower in central dak Cliff here noting was happerine--fron



five to seven, dJadcsen alse tried to on plat mn Why he had sismaled Tinpit 
imedlately upoh neerin 1S @ cltigon report 2 disturbance an Tenth and eons 
a location within district no. 91 whose assigned officer, We UO. gentzel, W 
pregent and on duty, dackson said in his 655 interview, Pinowiis that iD. 
Tippit was the only ome thal should have been in Jak Cliff, my reaction was 
ta cahl 78," Tiopit's identification sunber, But vacksan suppesedly had 
assigned two officers sin suibanaously, 75 (Tippit} and U7 (uelson}. He said 
this hinsélt, oarizer in tho OBS intervi ex, iis statenont that Tippit was 
the only one who should have been in dak GLLff contradicts his earlier 
claim that he sent veison there as weil as Tinpit. Ib seems to me that 
Jackson did not think his story varough very carefully before bis Oks 
interview. C38 , in US aimlety te dispose of the questions raised by the 
eritics, did not notice “dacksonts sel-coutradiction i. This is not rect- 
finding but a prosecution case no ises transparent and untenable than the 
Warren | it fot rt. 

2) Of course nob. Tho CBS series in oo wey destroyed a single argument 
ade by the critics, uor did it provide the small basis for renewed confidence 

in tha Warren | iepori.e On the contrary 3» against its own intentions CES 
strengthened the arguments made by the ori ies against the single-bullet 
nomeense end the marie sauship testa. CLS Liself selected aml stated what 
Z% called the position of the erities, which was not necessarily a complete 
or accurate reflection of their a ar GUECRES « coo arbitrarily presemrbed 
partial and selected results of the experiments it had comaisstoned; and 
refused to provide the fJller information witlch [ personally requested, 
CBS has also rejected 9 request b; another critic for equal time. Iu Buorb, 
CBS hee been a ilrror~Imege of the Warren Report~eglanting and misrepresenting 
evidence in order to purvey a thesis of a lone assassin which collides at every 
podsrt with the evidence, in this way, 035 has zerely compounded the shane and 
Scandel of the Nerren Report. 


