{1} I have no doub® whatever that CBS conceived and exscubted its "documentary® in
an gttempi to rehabilitaste the disintegrating Warren Report and to reverse the
increasing tremd of public opimion to doubt and repudiate the preposterous

and discredited findings of the Warren Commigsion. In oy opinion, CBS was
determined at &11 costs to restore confiidence in the Report, even if this

required umscrupulous methods. The (BS Hews Inquiry was in no way an impartial
fact~finding process; it was 2 massive, axpensive, and deliberate piece of
propaganda to promobe public sceepbanee of Covermment truth. In facty 1 have

the impresgion that the whole effort boomeranged, because it was so blatant and
transparent a propaganda showpiece.

(3} The blurring of cerisin frames of the Zapruder £ilm and the possible correlsation
of the blurred frames with rifle shots was first postulated by researcler Ly larcus,
in 1965, in an umpublished oritigque; and by Harold Weisberg in his 1966 book hitewashe
GBS was not gboul Yo give critics of the Warren Report credit for this discovery
dymically and dishonestly atitributed the discovery to Dre Alvarez and to CBS itself.
In other circumstances, one might regard this as one of nany exanmples of parsllel
discovery by independent researchergs bul in this case, it seems a clear instance

of usurpabion, because GBS was in possession of the book hitewash for more thau a
year before its so-called "news inquiry."

As to the significance of the blurred frames, I do not feel competent personally
to form any categorical conclusions I would only point out that while CBS eited
tiree blurred frames, mmbers 190, 227, snd 318, there are two more f{reomes which are
equally blurred which CBS did not mentiore-mmbers 195 and 203. If the correlabion
between blurred frames and rifle shots is valid, the evidence would then suggest up
to five shots, at intervals entirely too brief in some cases to be asccounted for by
a single boli~action rifle., The alleged assassination rifle requires 2.3 seconds
or 42 frames between shots. By that yardstick, CBS has a problen even with the
three frames it cited, excluding the two additional frames I have nertioned.

CBS cited frames 190, 227, and 318; but the interval between frames 190 and 227
is only 37 frames, which is less than the required minimum of L2 fraomes bbetween
shots from the alleged assasginstion rifle.

(8) The ¢BS theory of an earlier first shot thst missed mepemdm is predicated on
the single-bullet theory, since CBS agrees with the Warren Commission's conclusion
that a total of only three shots were fired. But it is impossible to sceept the
single~bullet theory., There is a preponderence of conclusive evidence agsinst a
single-bullet hypothesis, Therefore, I could accept an earlier first shob, whebher
it missed or hit, only on the basis of 2 total of Mimmmmiuwhs at least four and
possibly five shots, fired from at least two different locations. This is

exactly what the early hit position taken by various critics postulates—more than
three shois, some of which were fired from behimd the car but not necessarily from
the sixth-floor window of the Depository, and some of which were fired from in fromt
of the car, from the right.

(L) The trouble with Dr. Helpern's analysis of the Zapruder film snd his conclusion
that the first shot could have been fired as early as 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 nock and
supposedly exited at the Adam's apple, at an angle of declination of sbout 17°.
That trajectory correlates with a shot betwsen fremes 210 and 295, If there was
an earlier hit, let's say at frame 186, when the Presidential car was closer to
the Depository, the trajectory would be i5°, not 17 and a fraction. And if the
hit was still earlier, at frame 166, the trajectory would increase to perhaps 657,
At that angle, a bullet striking the back of the neck could mot exit ot the Adamts
apple. Ve would be left where we were on the day of the assassinsbion—awith an
entrance wound at the Adam's apple, which is exactly what I beliove personally
was THe case. DPub this is hardly what Dr. Helpern intended to arpue. He was

trying to salvage the lone assassin theory. But kis argutent of a hit at or before
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frame 166 only raises a whole series of new problems wilch lemve the lone-assassin

theory in shambles.

(5) The CBS rifle tests better simulated the conditions at the assassination scene
as reconstructed by the Warren Commission bubt GBS, like the Cormission, used experd
riflemen instead of marksmen whose slill was comparsble with Oswaldls poor rifle
capabllity—which 18 a matter of record. iven so, in 17 out of 37 attempts the
GBS riflemen werc unable to fire three shobs within 7-1/2 seconds, while in those
cages where 3 shots were lired within this bine-span, there was asn average of 1.2
bits in 3 tries, What the CBS tests proved was thab even rifle experts had
considersble difficully in achileving the feab attribubed to a lacklusber riflemaen
Hke Oswald and that they falled ropestedly %o mateh his supposed speed and
accuracy. 1oy opimion, the B8 lests merely coryoborated and sirenghlensd

the conclusion that it was impossible for a markemen like Dswald to five three
shots with two or even three hits in the time-span stipulated in the Warren Heport.

(6) 1 beliove that the single-b.lleb Lheory ordginated oub of the Varren Commission's
desperation %o prove that Oswald was the lome assassin even though the evidence it
elicited came into conflict with that assuplion and ultimately proved it sbsolutely
impossible. The interval beiween the filrst shot that hil the Dresident and the

shot that hit Lhe Covernor wes %oo short for both bullets to have come f{rom the
alleged assassinstion rifle. Thig posed g prima facle case for scparate shots

from two secparate rifles. If the interval was arbitrarily increased, by an earlier
hit on the President or a later hit on the Governer; it would ralse a horrible now
dirficulty——iirst, that these shots could not have come from tie slxth-floor window,
because of obstyuction of view in the ease of an carlier shob ab the President and
because the Covernor was not in position to be hit from that Iocation after frame 240
according to expert testimony; secondly, because it would mean that the maladroit
marksman Oswald had achieved three hits in three tries, while even rifle masters
qualified to shoot in Olympic competition could not do under much less rigorous
conditiong,.

It was this cesperste dilemma, in my opinion, thet spurred the contrived single-
bullet hypothesis, appavemtly formulated by the inventive iriem Specter. A1l the
evidence is sguinst this preposterous theory, but the Warren Report deceltflly and
dishonestly pretends that all the evidence indicates that one bullet inflicted all
of the Jovernor's wounds, and that the stretcher budlet specilically would have
done all the non-fatal damage inflicted ¢n the President snd the Governor by
striking both men. Tven a Commission lawyer, Wesley ldebeler, admitted during
a pulic discussion at the Thoater for Ideas on Seplember 30, 1966, that the
assertion in the Warren Report that all the evidence supports tie one-bulleh
theory is Ysimply not correct—tle feport is wrong in that respect, and there
iz no doubt aboub ii."

CES presented the single-builet theory in the most favorable light possibis but
80 far as I am concerned (DS only suoceeded in strengthening the case against the
single-missile, Tits wound penctration tests proved that not ome of the test bullets
met the requirements; some lodged in the simulsted wrist, and none was sble %o
penetrate the simulated thigh. That in iiself is devagtating to the single-bullet
theory. hal spesks even more thundrously against the theory is the Tact that CBS
did mot exhiibit or describe a single test bullet. From this T infer that O3S digd
not recover any bullet that resembled the virtually pristine stretcher bullet, T
wrote to CBS immedistely after its so-called news inguiry requesting photographs
or detailed descriptions of the test bullpts, and other data. I was so cortain
that my request would be rofused that T said that 1t had been refused, in the
namaseript of a review of the (1S production which I wrote for publication in the
September issue of The Minority of One, o weeks before the official refusal
arrived from a high official of CIS, The pet result of the (DS presentation
with respect to the streteher bullet and he wound preretration tests is to comvinee
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me nore than ever that the single-bullet theory iz o fraud and the streteher bullet
is planted or fabricated evidenge, The only "new” information which emerged was
that CBS has jolned the Tarren Commission in a delberate misrepresentation and
decepltion about the evidence in the assassinsbion snd what 1t really means, in a
sinister propaganda ploy which betrays the public intercst that the network is
suwposed to serve, and viclates truth and justice in an ugly way indeed,

(7Y See (&) above.

{8) I cammot join (35 in the solemn respsct with which 1t heard Hir. Humes!?
self-vindication. Dr. Humes is uwnder wide suspleion of having falsified tle
antapsy report, or at least of having blundered incredibly his conduch of e
post-mortem examinstion. His so-called autherntication of tis autopsy photos
and x~rays, in the face of the fact thak O ugreseman Kupferman!s request to
view these photos and x-rays accompanied by two highly respected cxperts-=ix.
iilton Melpern; medicsl exariner of NYG, and Dr. Cyril He Yecht, o forensic
pathologlst of high repubation—-hss been dended, merely imbensifies the rroumls
for suspicion. GBS severely criticized the Warren Commission, in a different
segment of its “mews inguiry,® for having permitted the F3I to vindicabe itself
of suspleion thal Oswald wos on its payroile Apparently (IS failed to sece the
anglagy of Dr. Humes! self-excneration. doveover, CBS carefully avoided

an expogition of 211 the evidence which is in conflict with toe position of

the wound o8 described by Pr, fumes—-for exanple, the holes in the President's
¢oal and shirdt, the testimouy of fodersl agembs who witnessed an. described
the wound in a lower position~in one case, specifieally six inches below the
neck--and the position of the wound chalked on Lie back of a stand~in for the
assassinated Presidemt during an FOI recmactnent, That body of evidence
gbsolutely convinces me that the wound was well below the neck, spproximately
in the position shown ou the autopsy dlagren (allegedly in ervor, by Ir. Seswell)
and corresponding with the bullet holes well belsw the collar of the coat and
shirt,

(9) The interview with Tr. Malcolm Perry was helpful in that it led CBS %o
correct the record on ome importamt point. The Warren Report falsely asserts
that the Parklend Fosnital dockors formed no opinion as to whether the anterior
neck wowd resulted from the exit or the entraiec of a dullst, and that pross
reperts that the wound had been described as an eptrance hole werc inaccuratc.
CBS, on the other hand, sald flatly thaet v, Perry did tell reporters that the
neck wourd looked like an enbry wound apd that there was 20 doubt that Ur. Perry
presented this as his firm opinion, That is whab the critics have always insigted,
and T am personally pleased that CBS has telatedly come over to our pogition on
this explicit questicn. Perhaps, given enough time, CDS will recogrige the merit
of other of the apguments which originated with the eritics for whom the network
has suclh patromizing disrespect aud hostility,

{10} Jackson's oxplanation of his alleged instructions to Tippit and Nelson at
12245 pam. to proceed to central Oak GIiff because that area had been loft ummenned
when its regular patrols were redeployed %o the underpass——that, explangtion is
campletely lncongistent with the facts. ventral Oak CIALf consigbs of asbout ten
districts, wormally nensed by seven officers {some of whom cover two adjoining
districtss. Before the stooting of the President, one of those men was aneigned
to Dealey Plaza and acother to the Sheraton~ballas Hotel, leaving five men in
position in Central vsic CIiff, Those men were still in position at 12:15 pam. s
when Jackson supposedly dispatched Tippit ond Helson there tecguse it was wmamed.
The alleged instruetion would have left Tippit's district, and Nolson! 8, wmanned,
while increasing mampower in cenirel Jak Cliffewhore nobiding was happerdng—-{rom
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five to seven., Jaciison alse tried Lo zxplain why he bad siipaled Tippis
irmedistely upoh hearing s citizen report o disturbance on Tenth and ratbon,
a locgllion within distriet no. 91 whose assigned officer, We D. Hentzel, was
pregent and on duty, Jackson said in his €38 interview, YKmowing tlal JeDe
Tippit was the only one thab should have been in Uak Cliff, my reaction was
to call 78,™ Tippit's idemtification muwber. lub Jackson supposedly had
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assigned two officers simdtaneously, 70 {Tippit) and 87 (lelson). He said
this hingll, ourlier in tho OIS interview, His statement that Tippit was
tie only one whe should hove been in Usk GIiff contradicts his earlier
elaim that he sent lelson there as well as Tippit. It secms to me thab
Jackson did not think his sbory Lhrough very corefully before hisg €8S
interview. (85, in its amdeby to dispose of the guestions raised by tiac
eritics, did not notice Jackson's self-coutrgdiction. This is mot fact-
finding but a prosecution case no lcss transparent and untensble than the
‘wmn %i%'}p‘ﬁr 'tt

(11} Of course mot. Tho CBS series “n mo wey destroyed a single argumont

made by the critics, nor did it provide the small basis for remewed confidence
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in the Warren ieports On the contrary, ageinst its own iotenbions (S

gtrengbiened the arguments made by the cribics against the single-bullet

nongense and the markenanship testoe (L3 itsel? selocted ardl stated what

it called the position of the critics, which was ok necesserily a canplele

or secursbte rellectlon of their arguments. DS arbitrarily presombed

partial and selected resulis of the cr:periments it had comuissioned; and

refused to provide the I ller information which I personally requested,

CBS has also rejected a request by another critic for equal time. In shork,

CBS has been a mirror-image of the Warren Heport--slanting snd misrepresending
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evidence in order to purvey a thesis of a lone assassin which collides atb every
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point with the evidence., In this woy, 35 has zerely compounded the shame and

gcardel of the Warren leport.



