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July 19, 1967

TO THE EDITOR .S
The New Republie

1244 19th BStrest, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear 8ir:

It was surprising te lsarn that your reviewer vae "impressed by even the
first of the feur programs which C3S Television devoted to a contrived and
misleeding effort to plug some ef the leaks in the Warren Repert. At loast
two of the points te which much time and expsnse were devoted ware as phony:
as an Anacin commercial.

Considar first the rifle test. The Soumission's test of the allaged
assasination weapou was, as the program peintad out, far too essy. The three
riflewean amployed were professionsl experts, they fired from & 30 foet iostead
of & 60 foot tower and at stationary targets. The rifle's scope was re- - .
mounted by & gunsmith prior co the test sines it was feund to be iwpossible -
to sightin preperly in its original cenditien. Hed the experts hit the
targets undsr these conditions, this would have proved little abeut the like-
libood that Oswald, ne expert, could have madse twe hits eut of thres under « -
far more difficult gonditiens. But, in fact, not ons of ths 18 reunds £ived
by the Coemission's experts hit the head er shoulders of the target. CBS'm
test was far mere elaborate and more like the original cenditiens ‘although .
sxpart riflemen were again employed. Mamy rounds were fired by wove than
ten shooters and we waere not inferwsd of the exact results; apparently twe
of the experts got at least two hits in & group of thres but we do not koow
how many groupe were all misses. But noug of this matters since the entire
test was irrelevant and doowed tc be se from the time it was conseived bussuse
tha CBS 'test' employed & different gun! The Commission test of the astuwal
alleged murder veapon had been conclusive because it failed; 1f the sxperts
could not hit the target under far sasier econditiens it is clear that Gowald's
allaged performance was either & wiracle er it didn't happen. PFer CIS te
show that at least soms experts could do as well using a different gun is pat-
ently irrelevant. (CE§ used & rifle of the sama meke and model ss that ‘
attributed to Oswald. But the Mannlicher-Carcase wes mess-preduced with poor
quality centrol more than 23 years age and existing specimens would be
expocted to show cousiderable variebility. Apparently 'Oswald's' rifls was
a poor one whilsg that selectsd for CBES' expsriments worked better.)

Then there ia the questien of the apeed &t which Zapruder's mevie camsras
oparated. That camers was trated in the FBI laboratery and fouad te work at
18.3 frames per second. As I understood the CBS program, the camera was alse
subsequently checked at the Bell & H.well factory and the FBI neasuremsnt




To the Editor ~2- July 19,1967

wes confirmed. HNot having access to the Zapruder camera, CBS purchased six
new ones of the ssme model and conducted anidlaborate test of their speeds
which were found to be quite variable, some being much slower than 18 frames
per second. Anxious to suggest that Oswald might have had more than the six .
seconds or less indicsted by the Zapruder film in which to get off his three
shots (since few of the experts could fire the weapon that rapldly), CBS offers
the astonishing suggestion that this time might have been considerably longer :
4f the Zapruder camera had operated as slowly as the slowest: of those which Lo
they tested. But the Zapruder camera operated at 18.3 frames per seaond and ¢

the existonce of this uncontested finding makes the CBS test of a group _o\g}

d4fferent cameras so obviously meaningless that it is difficult not to be™ - l
suspicious of the motives of those who conceived it in the first place.

Neither of these two 'tests! could possibly have contributed anything
new or usefnl to the issue in question and both of them are inevitably
reriniscent of the mendacious "scientif¥c demonstrations® of the TV hucksters.
While I do not share the belief of some "assassination buffs" that Kemmedy P
was kKilded by Johnson agents or the CIA, it is clear that the Warren Comission 3
was inexcusably derflict in the discharge of its responsibilities and it ia
becoming increasingly evidemt that various asgencies and indiviudals are _ _
acoessories zfter the fact to that incompstent investigation if not to the
assassination itself. Surely the Dreyfus case taught us that powerful and
honorable men could be dravn, little by little, even into perjury and mal-
feasance by what at first was no more than a reasonable seeming desire to
protect one'c collsague or one's organization fromThe consequences of what
appearsd to be a small mistuke or to protect the public from being unsettled
by what seemed to be amwunimportant truth. The CBS report, with its urrelieded
tendentiousness, its special pleading, its phony tests and ite astordshing
non ‘sequitors, seems to bsar the same stamp. Convinced, oither on thelr own
or with prompting from Wachington, that the orities are wrong, that the
Govermment is unassailable and that it would be better for the publis to have
its doubte and fears removed, CES seems o have chosen to sell & resssuring
conclusion under the pretext of examining the issues. I think this has to
be an unstrategic as vwell as a dishonestecholce,

Sincerely,

David T. Lykken, Ph.D.. . _
- Professor e
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