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Dzar Mo Midgler:

B N »
I an writing to you for tmo reasons; (1) in the hope, howsver slin,
that ry letber moy bave sewme peaibive influence on the wvalue of the
fortsmming (BS four=pari program regarding the assassination of Presis

%
dent Kemnedy, and (2) to record, pricr to the showings, a nunber cf
points——and one in particldar-sinich I believe to be relevant,

As you knaw, kre Robert Richter,; 035 employes assoglated with
you in this work, interviewed me at length in Boston on Yoy 22,
regarding oy areas of interost in the case. Vhen he proned ma several
days earlier to arrarge the intervier, I told hin That = vhile willing

to cooperate - 1y impression wes thabt CBS was preparing en imressive

appearing, expertly construcited, bub nonstlieless grossly bigsed siudy,
vhose purpese was o reswrect the widely discoedibted.basic conclusions
of the VWarien Resort, Although fais opinion was Jerdztive, and one
which 1 sincerely hoped (and s3ill do) vould prove incorrech, it was
not basad on prejudice’

As a resudt of the lay 22 inberviesr in Bosion, copies of numerous
photograohs din which re Richter had expressed intercst were mpde availe
able to CBES,

The following ¥onday, ¥ay 29, Iwas in New York and phoned vou +
geb your regcebion  the material, You informed me ihad ¥r. Richber h
gone over it with you in detajl, that yon sar nobhing significanb in it,
and, specifically, bthat yon failed to obsarve thes men-~like images in the
enlarzements from the Mary Moorman photograph (this, of course, is the
photograph vhich shows Fresident Kennedy's car in the forezround, and
the grassy knoll area in the background, It was. taken at approximately
the tim2 of the head shob, at Zapruder 313). Nevertheless, you agreed
t0 havé me mzeb with you dmvour office thal afbernoon,

In your office I went through the various enlargsments of the saveral
man~like inages in the Moorman photo, with particular attention given

% Some indication of the objectivity and purpose of the (BS effort was given in a
colwrm in the Boston Traveler, April 19, 1967 by Television Editor Eleanar Roverts.
Reporting on the project, she said: :

"playing it by ear until a1l the filwms are in'.
Vhile declining to name the "C3S spokesman" who gave her this information, Mrs. Rover

A most unusual television experiment is talking place zt CBS News =

the prepegration of a documentary on another look at the Warren Commission
Report e which moy never be telecasts Camera crews are farning out a1l over
the country —~- one was in Framingham last week —- developing maberial for the

.ners special. Eub unless it sheds new light on the report, weakeninzLhe

arguzent of those vwho crificize it -~ it may never be aired, o C35 News
spokesran revealeds o« o o I we get something rew and odnstruchive,we hops
0 21y the dO8mEdttary by mid-June® the CBS iews axecutive said, "Sutwelve

"

said her sources had imvarizbly proven rzliable in the past.

S
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o thoue referred to as # d #5. As I shovd these to you, ons at &
t e referred to as #2 and ‘

tirme, you said you saw nothing, thabt is, nothing that looked to you
like a mn., Hovever, yen we came to a particular enlargement of image
#5 (the sawa one seen on the enclosad phobomwdisplay #Sw-as the larzest
" stage of blowup from the Moorman photo), you immediately saids when
asked if you saw arythingj “ies, that's the mn vho shob Meredithll,

Since I believe this reaction of yours was, and is, edremely sige
nificants you will undersiand that I feel it necessary to rscord the
circumstancesas fully as possible, Over two years dgo, vwhile examining
the Moormzn photographs David Lifton discorered the man-like images
behind the wall and/or fence ¢n the grassy knoll. He contacted me,
knowing of my interest in the cgse, and shored me viab he had found,

Tle then arranged to have enlargements rade. In our opinion, the clearest
irage was the one referred to as #5, to the right in the photo, behind
the wall and near the pergola structure.

£ this image, I found the enlargement which nost people could
discern rost readily was the one labelad ¥-Ba (vhich vas included in
packels of pholos railed almost two years ago, to several dogen indlie
viduals around the cownlry including two well=knomn (B3 News personnale)
It vigs this perticular enlargment of #5 man thet you immediztely reacted
to by erroneously identifying him as ", . o the man vho shot Meredith's

Yowr reaction was understandable. Last year, vwhen the now-famous
photozraph first appesred showing James Maredith sprawled on a MEssise
sippl roadwyy afier having been shobgunmed fvom asbush, I was struck iy
the similarity in appearancs of his assailsni, clearly visible in the
foliage, and that of the #5 man from the lbcrman photo as seen in the
specifiic enlargerent rentioned. \I do rot rean that I ever took then
to be the same man, bub only thaithe two faces, obviously photographal
under & wevhat similar lighting cdbnditions, and both against mobtled
backgrounds, appeared so sirdilar thaitl belleved the impge in the Meredith
picture lent further (though wmecesshry) credence to the vilidity of
irzge #5 as a human figure. ’

To jllustrate this point to others, I did the following:i

. hY . . . . .
l. I aoffixed a copy ofithe Meredith picture, with his assailant
visible in the ushes to a blank sheet of white papere

20 I then placed this sheet, with Meredith photo-side down, over
the enlargement mentioned; and taped them togethsr at the
left side, so that the white sheet could be lifted and twrned
page~fashion, - -

3. I then cut a rectangle (1-1/L" x 1-3/L") out of the white sheeb,
avoiding damage to the Meredith photo on the underside, so that
with the sheet in place, the #5 man on the photo beneath it was
clearly frared in the rectangular opening. (only when the sheet
was lifted and turned did the Meredith photo on its underside
becoxe visible, and only then wuld the comparison be made bebtween
the two faces, -

. Copies of these photos were included in those requested for CBS by
Mro Richter and, it is cbvious from your subsequent reaction in my presence=—
as well a5 from yowr earlier acknowledgrentethat you had already studied the
raterial, ' .
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‘ Again, your reaction in ny presence upon viawing £5 man, framed by
the cutout in the cover sheeb as described — widh the Merediinh oholo
on the vrderside, and tnerefore rob visible me was, Y o o o Thabis {
W0 VRO E10%h Loreritab,  This imrediatbe reaction of youwrs is ot Shatn
variance with your repezted previous statemenss to the effect that you
Sa7 rothing in any of the enlargerents of the relevant arezs in the

Moormen photo that you would take to be a mme. On the contrary, it
indicates udstakably that you recognized the #5 image as a human
figure, that you alrost certainly had done so vwhen you studied it prioe
to our mzeking, and that ths comparison with the Meredith asssilant at
the time you originally sav it inmpressed you sufficiently,so thab vhen
I subsequently showed you the #5 man, and not the Meredith assailant’
you immediately sgvr him with such. carify that you erroneously mistook
hin for the Meredith assailant. -

“

)

A very understandable errar. Bub one which would have bean Inpoges
sible for you to mzke had you nob promptly recognized the {5 irage 25 a
hwen figures despite your earlier denials that you saw anybhing im
the pictures that looked like a rene - .

Nor is /5 the only compelling imege in the Moorman photn., You were
; also showm #2, which can be seen in several stages of enlzrgement in the
e enclosed photo, Display #2. The velidity of this image 25 a human figuwre
i is strongly corroborated in the enclosed phobos, Willis Nose § and Ge

(As you kneiry these origing vere 35 mm. color photos taken by Faillip
Willis from the south side of Xim Streel, towards Houston Streeb, and
encorpassed the grassy Imoll areae)

In ¥Willis Noo 5, taken slightly more than six secynds prioy to the
Voorman photos the white arcow points to a dark silhouvebbe behind the
wall, consistent in appearance with the upper porkbion of ‘hwman figures
and oonsistent in position with the #2 imaze seen in the Moorman photo
taken a fer seconds labere

Willis Noo 6 was tuken several seconds afher the Moorman photo e=
and therefore; shortly after tha last shob - and you will note that
the silhouette, which avpeared in Willis Noe 5, and vhich appeared as
j, #2 image shortly thereafter in the Moorman photo, has disappeared by
Willis Noo 6.

(it is my opinion that corroborgtion in a separate photo is available

also for Moorman #5 men3 although admittedly less corpelling than that

furnished for Moorman #2 by the silhouette in Willis o 5. This corrobo-

rating irege for #5 man is vis®Hle, I believe, in the Nix frame presented
; in Esquire of Decembar, %66, and alsos;in oolor, in Sat.Bve. Post, Jamvary 1h,
1967, These of ocourse are from the Orville N3x 8 mm, color movie Film,
‘ Although no frame murbers are noted in these two sourcess I estimate the
g subject photo to be Nix frame 18).%
; ¥ This Nix frame was included in the Nix f§ilm analyged by Itek, in which, after a costly
: study which they say occupied thirty men for sUxty days, they concluded that the sow-
called "ran on the station wagon" was only a light-and-shadow pattern, (this patiem
appears behind the fence on the knoll, bub at a different loestion from iy clalred
corroborating image for Moorman #5 men in the sawe Nix photo). I phoned Itek from Boston
the morning after the story of their findinss broke on radio and television (May 18,
I believe)se I spoke to a Mre H2ll, and informed him that I was Jinclined to agree with
‘: their conclusion about the "station-wagon man® (indeed, I am not aware of any critic
: who has stated pwdlicly a belief that this image was a man, nor did I personally ever
: lace credence in dts validity). I also infomed him that I, as do nurerqus .others

Ilzad photos in ry possession, '.chludjng the subject Nix photds which contained fer mdre
’ (footnote comt!d)
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credible dmages thun he one they had so diligently é.m]yz_ed;»’chat at least one of thase
dizmges wes so clecr (YMoorman #5 man) that I felt confident upon exardning it he would
quickly agree was a velid human figwees end that since I was ondy thirty minutes avey
from their officess I vould be happy to shor the pietures o thems Mro Hall voiced cone
sicerable interest, and suid he would check with sore sssociabas and call back shortlyo
L received no return calls S

'

Upen carefnl study of #5 man, 3% would appear that he is youngzishs
balding or btlond headed, prominent ears, of rediwmmcreligiber build. Kis
shirt e open sb the collar « iy vhite o Lighd-colored, as cen be ssen
from the appesrance of the right point of his collay vhich is dlearly visible.
He appears ©o be wearing a sweater~like gormer’s of darker shade. He is
visible ebove the wall from the lower chest up. He appears to be holding
a straight lengbhy dbject belizeen his hands, and bis right elbor is crooked
and exiended sharply to his righte If the "straight chicch! were a vi ile,
3t does nob appesr o be held in firing position et the instant of this
phot()o :

This #5 image appears so jrrvefutzbly clear as to make further core
rovoraticn of its validity vnnecessarys although cbviously not clezy
h) b .

enouvgn to rake an identificsbion with any given PETSON

The #2 irage in the Moorran photo appears to be a men of husky or
heavy build; visibie zbove the wall from the wid-chesd Upe Facial char-
acveristics are nob. distinguishavle. A straighb, dark object appears

to be extending overthe well, pointed in the direction of ihe Presidant!s

caro JE this'ebject were & firearm, ibs appesrance suggests it is being
held in firing posilion. ’

¥hat is the stgnificance of these two images? First, there is no
need to detail ab length that of vhich you are already aware; thab,
regarding the grassy knoll erea, numerous witnosses testified or reported
that they heard shots, and/or sur swoke, and/or sar sone tyve of zctivity
at the tiwve of the shots, or immediately thereafter. AL least one vwites
ness vho dashed to the subject area, OLficer J.M. Suith s Was reported to
have spelled gunsroke in the parking area behind ths fence (Texas Observer,
Decenber 13, 163) (the vwind was blowing in a direction inconsistens with
its having cavried gunsioke from the Book Deposibtory window to the knoll
area, hundreds of feeb sray).

Also; you are well zware that the Zapruder film strongly indicates e
mgry would s&y, proves conclusively - that the bullet vhich hurled Prezi—
dent Kemnedy!'s head back and to his left immedizately after the 31331
head-shob had to come from the direction of the knolle With this eviden
in mind, photographic proof of the presence of unidentified men -e or even
onz man - halfehidden behind the wall or fence at the time of the shoobing,
must be considered significart) even if they did not aprear to be holding
straight cjects, '

Who can they be? Hardly a likely vantage point for spectators, espem
cially since the crowy wabching the motorczde was relatively thin by that
pointe A gpectabor could certainly be expected to lzve availed himself of
a rore advgntageous viewing position, closer to the streets Nor does a
scrutiny of the Warren Report and the twenty-six volumes reveal that axny
ren vere stationed behind the wall or fence in an official capacitys
whether Secret Service, FBI, or Dallas Police.
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e 11 \ ooy . (N
{in response to an anunm as to the Yrumwr! thatpen we e seen sccreted
behind thewall just prior to tbb bﬂOOu.lI‘g 3 'h‘fafn:x Cormissicn seniow
counsel Joseph Ball gtabed: 1w -u ooyl

"In answrer o ym guestions I have heard of specdation iheb
'bhe'ro were men secrelbed behind the well on the grassy, Imoll
Just before smor.m:- of the Rc‘eoldent 5 tut I have found no
evidznes to supvordh such a claiml,

Farlier, zb a televised press conference (WBC, Los Ange ns, February 27,
1965) s when responding to & question as to the source of sno s Mre 3:’411 saids

" ¢ o o That happens tobe the part of the inve;;g.lga'tion of vhich I
had charge o o ! (re-ctating his conviciion that all the shots
-cave from the Deposibory windosw)s

LY

ands as evidence thab no sqolwl 3 3".‘rom behind the wall or fence

Ye

UThere vrus g vwibtness that vras abo*' that grassy knoll, in a towere o o
e o o Ineve vigre no peovle therde Most of the puoole vere dovn

\l)

vabching the peradc, and he had a good view of it

Yhat. ererges, then, is the following:

Lo At least dwo. nens and certainly no less than ons, are visible
in the Moorwzn rhobograpt 1, hali-hidden behind the wall on the
grassy knoll ab the time of the final shobe

20 They both appear to be holding straisht ogj cts, one of which
(#21s) appears pointed at President Kenned;

3o Strong corrcboration for #2 appears in a separate phobto (Tillis Xoo 5)
taken by anothsy person from a different a""l.e, and the ivage
dmappm*s shortly after the shohs (Hi)lis Noo 6)

. for #5 man,
s Some corroboration/ aithough less cotvincing than that in (3)
eppears in film taken by a third photographer (Wix, fraze 18).

S« There iz no indication that ithese ren were knovm to the Warren
Comzission; and the presence of ren behind the wall is denied
Pt by counsel Joseph Balle

Need it be stated thab ; thorough examination and presentation of
this question must be includéd in sny inquiry that purports to determine
the facts of lNovember 22, 1963?

Need it be stated that CSD cbviously has all the techniecal reans to
present the photos of these men (admittedly, far from what would normally
be considered good viewing quality) so that they are shorm with maxdrmum
possible clarity? ¥

If you so des*re, I can ﬁmnbh .an earlier generation of Blsplav #55 allowing
pernaps for 20% gr-eata' clarltyo



Hee d ik be sz?‘ccdg that if C:’o feils ’Lo o 82 = eanacinlly cons

exing vo pm .cliion 1o #5 wman see that fach in and of iteoll *.'.“"_l.li
wnszlumv PO idence tnn* the entire CBS effort vas desimed to
be what I fear ik to bes a nl:;hmj evel whiterash of the Warren Commission
findipgs? '

1]

Of courses I have noway of knuring the specific contents of youwr
programs I amy however, familiar with the typical rethods enployed by
sophisticated counber-critics; that is, cowrder~critics vho at least
reke a Seemingly serious atbterpt at dealing with the evidence e= g5
i".s’c:‘:z‘xgaisw\l from the louds Nizer type of Commdssion defendsr, who
uswzlly content themselves by pomu.r' to the unirpeachable oz*v"lcw‘f‘ :
of Earl Varren and his fellow commissioners

Some of these wethsds ave as follors:

e Do 'q*do A grosgly divergent standard is emloyed
i ex;mm:ug conclusions of the Commission dJ'id those of its
criticse Commission :w:muwes e & acoe pucd 1E' mej can be
shown 1o be mer e’Lj £ossin]
unless they cgn be poven bwo;; shador of

(cbviousltys by such shondards threre are fer propositions ¢hat
camot be Yproven! or Fdisproven', depending on tha *»*uL of
the exsrdiner)

2 -Horse Perley: The Commigsion's case is based on
the tance of 2 very long sbtrinz of mere pos ssibilitiess
each of which consbitubes an iwprobabilily - in many coses

an exteens dmprobabililye ( The Cormmdssion suad its a‘E‘emders
rretend not to nobice the formidable rultiplication of odds
which accumulate against them as ther pile improbebility upon
Improbability in order to resach a yre-selected CO’E(J.LS.J~_.0}

3e Inz Selective Defense: Defenders at'ow'nt to validate ¢ Core
rssicnts case oy de ronsbral ting (more often than nob, o vectly)
irat this ¢ that allezation rmade by a critic is inveli:
(a corollary of this method is to ignore those allegali
the defender belisves oy be irrefttanpio)e

55 oyhdch

(while it s obviouzly lezitimate to point out ary. misstabess
Xrenss made by the aritics, this approach ignores the fach that
the Corzzssion!s conclusions are based on a lengthy series of
elersntsy all of which must be sound for their case 0 remain
intacte In %his regard the Commrission!s cass can be likened
to a heavy weight, suspmded fronm the rafiers by a long chaine

Once a S_J‘“3° link is brokem, the lawr of graviby m.l_'l. ignore
the possiciliyy that all the others were sound)

Lo Abzrdon The Untensble: This method involves the unabzshed -
abandonment of a more~or-lesa rerucial official proposition,
and its replacement by a ‘fxOpei\JJ_'lJ (for the defenders) more
tenadle one,

(this usv ql]y occurs after the vulnerability of a particlar .
prexise has been so videly acknoledgzed as to maXe its replace-
rent pandatory; or viien the adnerence to a particular prewise

widely understood to cpeate unbearable Gifficulties for
related officdal theories
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exarples:

Q

wibil Dacesher 18, 163, there was no publi cha_L g,c, tc\ th\
Parklong c@cuo*-s’ descri an on oi‘ e Pre:;.
as onz of enbry,. 4 nun 2
viously been pub forth e a"v".’ll;y tv':r ibuibed to wmaemad .
official sovrces «ePexplaining® how the. Fresident was struck
in the throat oy a bullsh from the Texss Scool Book Daposis-
tory Building.. The S5, Louis Fosb Drpwcn of Dec 18 163
reported that the Sserst Service, a fer days prior to the
story, had ,“, o o Onbained a rcvor'ml" f‘r\m the Paxidzang
dociors M o o o Of their originsl vies® of an eubry vound
30 the 't};;r'oat, and et this c(,’:':'pt"ulﬁo by the docrors of
a throab exis wound wes achieved by ¥ o o o showing the
wgeons a cooment described as &n avtopsy repord o o o ¥

Sos from Dec 18 363 on, we vere.to believe that the aibe

opsy perforazd on the President on Nov 22 proved thatv the
throat vound vas an exids and that all earlier storiss 4o
the 2ys ofben citing umamed official. sowrces, yrare

1o be for*bowwxo
Inis vould prosumably include the NYTiwmes story of Dec 6 363,
vhich saids
EThirtesn doys afber the assassination oi" Presie
dent Kennedy, Federal investigebors were still recore
SL’"QCDH}E“; the orine on filn todsy o o o One auestion

N R T Av~..:u>gn‘;vv.-:-zt\l-)
w23 hoir the Pres y

Wo b_could have raceived a £5
b from a rif e in the dexas
. s itory bd.,JCL‘LI“" after his car had
passed the building o ¢ o o ONS e*crﬂenaulo*l I
drpesens Source was that the Pre: sident
IS TiZht o weve and was struck at thad mmant o o of

b we have besn told thab the autopqy on Noverber 22 rsvealed
that 'LW throat wound was an exi: Lo Yoy then weve "Federal
investigabors®s thirteen days laters atterpting {0 solve
the "question" of a thwoad entry womd?  And vihy did a
Heonmetent sourca? we vhio, b",_;cnﬂ reasonable doubt could
orﬂ.f have been a federal souwrcs familiar with the aubopsy
findings on this point - attempt to explain the dilerma by
sgying the President rorertar Lly exposad his throat to the
guran vhile turning to wave?

Attorney General Ramsey Cﬂw%'s sbaterent in early March 167,
thrat Clczy' Shest had been thoroughly checked and cleared by
the FBI shortly after the assassination, begged an ovviously
exbarrassing question: VWhy was he checked ab g11?

The record was "corrected® on June 3, 167, vwith th° Jus-
tice department!s announcement that Atty. Gene Clark was
in error, and thab Mr, Shawr had rot been investigated by the
"FBI afienall.

co A major sturbling block to the -Commission's version of the

shooting was the limitation imposed by the 2e3-cecond minimum s
which the FBI experts determined was necessary between shots
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with the lermlicher-Capceno rifie. This vras Movercomat
on a wae tels: f:.“ﬁcm broadesst on Jen 29, 167, when a
03 sral Marine recortedly fired wore rapidly, vsing

Carcanc vifle ® o o o similar o the tyre

&

Tne famovs Single Bulleth Theory, wherein all the wounds
inflicted on Governor Cormalily and Prasident 5\ enneays
excepting bwog.b of re Presidentls :n-:_ iy were claimed to
have becn szd by a single shobt., Inis theorys vhicdiwas
not ¢ ’Lopuv.t 'U.xlu_l.l mohy wonths afser thoo 53ﬂ°sm“u;on, is
av.once e r,osz crucind znd moct vulnsrable of the CGoms
mission's bypotheses. Yeb, the Zapruday i:"r’ = ynaidad

57 rach . othay availablo evidancas p"‘"‘“f““‘ begyond reaso anLe
doudbt thab the o vietims wore not struck by the sgu
bullete

Even Commission coumsel MNopman Redlich has corvechly
observed, YTo esay they were hidt by separabe bullets is

with saying thave were t-“o ass3s me’ Eoirg
mdon the ¢learly unbtenable single bulled
theory , writhout s c;r.tlmg the lc'ﬂo'xL’.SSaSS_ul Cuab?

Profe Alexander Bicksl to the rescual Vhile rejechin

-

the single bulled theorys he suggests (Commardbary, Och \%56)
that the hree-shob Iimitation may be Q‘l‘Sb:llni,d bj hasing .
the first shot fired earl: * them Zeorwder Iframe 210, the
i‘ st frave 3n vhich - : ’ ces "“'o‘ bﬂq:W ths

2k treze Bickel suzoests hﬁ coLJd hwe bzen struck ab
185«18 when the President becare briefly visible (/18 szac,)
from the TOED window, thenks to a siizht opening in the
foligge of the treeo

Yithoub considering the rumerows relabed difficuliies
raised for the Commdssion by this ingenious remedy, it
should be noted that such a shob would require the allezed
assassin to align his moving target in the crosshairs and
squeeze off an accurate shob, all in 1/18 second (granted
that the gunman could have roughly follored his tharvgeb
threongh the foliage 131l then Such a proposition was
evidently considered by the I‘?I and the ¥Warren Cormission
micr to the adopiion of ihe single bullet theory; bub was
apparently deemed too audsdciouse These who would now impress
it inte service are zpparently wnarare that, once adopg,ed,
the single bullet theory is almosh :ugoo»mlev' andone

Accepting (for the romaat) that a btulled from the sixthe
floor wirdor entered tl“ back of the President's neck - where
the COD"‘*”"%‘QJ.O’I s”ys it did; then, descending through his necks

exited ab high speed from his tm‘oab, where did it go? In fact,
Arlcn U‘D"CL;GC‘ the author of the single bullet theory, cites
this difemma as the most dmportant factor leading to the
adoption of his theorye He stabtes, (.S News & World Repo Oct 10,166)3
R, . ¢ it was a theory reachad after exhaustive study
and analysiss larzely because of the factar thal when
the ca“ was lined up o o ¢ the bullet which went through



.

L paze 9

1y

s 01D l)vl. DOE3

He indicad found in "uha Cixry

this subs sams bullet had struck
Governor ~”:1J"" the periiaps nore reasonzble '
hypotheslis o bullet crmerged from the President?s
thiroate tars of cncrseg yviowld 2diately raiss

M .
otn ey fora ficalbies For the lons-assassin theory)e

I note In 1V filn clips advertising your program you have fegbwrad
ceemobion wovies of o bull “t e Apperel ’uJy oi mf» same tyvpe allegedly
vsed in the assassinatio 1-v u;;n vizab appexes to be a
thick block of weode A hs raged tullet iz then showns
eswrnbly the one That was ‘me blocd<e T imagine this is

D)

d to dissipate the clowd of v_Ll.vc,_.b_-u_w.y hanging over Commisslon

If 2 thorouzh objechive sindy can accomplish that rensrlindble sask,
well and gotds. T asswige, of eywrsn, that dn addition to viood, you will
hare test fired bullels through bones; specifically, a single bullet
throvgh »ib end v ~. bongs, to only the {irst regquiveszs of
bullet 399<. (X Xnowr you are = i bs oonduched for the Com
prieks n, a bulled Tired trwough st irnlate the Goverrn:
wrist ‘:';‘OU.{;d produead Comms Exg 856, L} oroug_ 1y menzled Gof rame bULled)s

I ns L oyou will have 8ls8o carefully considerad 'bhs ques*bi iz}

nhs left by 399, vhish sesn; vhen adde
of 3;9 ’Lo produce a vwelghl in excess of the raxirmm 21lc ‘)'Lﬂ i‘o"’
bullet (¥5I firearms eroerd Frazier has tesbificd; "There did nob *‘0
e33urdly have to be anv v y

prrer —-)nrgn-x-:.-.:\b-c = DT
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I assure you have tborowﬂy _mx

1 how pI‘OJ'l‘)]"’ it mey haw
bezn for this bulled to have 3

wowds atirdbuted to 1%,

then £all out of a wowund in ihe C‘ove, ow : ai‘ter depositing a frags.
rent in his feme, and yeb rerzin win_ljy free of ary blood or vissue,

I ascume you hzre welghed 2ll the pertirent testimony of the Comzrise
sionts wm experts, none of whom can be Said o have supperted its multde-
faceted conclusicn res a.r‘ulné CoEs 399, and rost of whom contradicted ite

I assure you have confronted and will adequately explain all the
other major questions asbout this crucizl pisce of evidence, raised in
various aribical articles, including ry crm monograph, "The Bastord Bulleb!,
a copy of vwhich was sert to your associate, i, ‘Eermrd Birvbawm, ariwoxdse.
rately Hmo wronths sgo ab his request‘

A1l these assunpbions, of course, are basad on onz additionsal.
assuxpltion, one that I have Hlready indicated I cammotb presently accept
with confidence! that it was the intesrtion of (33 1o discover and
E‘Eqaﬂf e actuel fncrm'of the assassination, no ratter Yﬂ_‘.‘b cor clu-»
sions those facts 2y lead oo

The terrible event which ocowrred on November 22, 1963 affected
21l Arepicans,; and countless ML'LOI\» around the vorlds Yeb, no sconer
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=nt that covld be
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WaS a aisgraces

conclusions wers ITech, ine were eorrect despite a notobls lgck of
swprorting evidencs, and despite & lavge amownt of contrary evidence
presenbed in the volumes and elsciheres ,

ere wass and s, hovever, extreuwsly stronz evi
condlusions are o8 erronzous :
and that President Kenvnedy was assassingbasd
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v drporbant and
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recorded in owr

Yhan the full s ,o'*y of
rz=tionts history, I balieve o 22 part of {hab
stery i be the elrost tobal failure of the Averican ness radia
to delve sconer dnbto the facts, to per form the historic duly with

ehrovdd have felt char hich they are clesrly

)

¢l and of

Instead, for far {oo long, i mf i
to hail the Cormdszionts dingss end 1o jgnore ¢r atback those vho
atbeipled to point cub that the Fmpavor vas noliede

gt L

(55, becavse of its abilibies, prestiges and influmnczs and becauss

1% is aboub o presecat o 193"‘1,_7},* agren vhidy, for batter or yurae, vwill

PN LS

becone p'uu of tha hisbery of this cazmz, besrs 2 hea avy responsibility.
Since y pem.onzﬁly, have been in cizrge of the preparation of this

=R =1

}1"0360’55 a paaxicuilarly heavy responsibility falls Upon your shouldars:

The progren can either bo &n honest searching examination of all
the duportant questions surro unding the assassination e induding the
qu* stion of the uvnidentified ren benind the wall - and wu.; serve in a

Vvitally Anportant way the cguse of truth snd jusiices or it con avouab
to a cleverly comslitichd propaganda job, intended ondy to pabtch together
the Commdission's shatiered conelusions. It carnob be tothe

its principl

~
LI

According to the “Lzw Dictionary ¥With Promunciztion®, by James Ballere-

tine (p‘u:)o, Lasryerst Cooperative, Roshe NoYos 1958), the following defie
nition is given for “Bccessory afier e fact®:

A person vho, knowing a felory to have been committed,

receives, rel'eves » oomforts, or assists the felon,
or in ary manner a23ds him 15 escape arrests

Since I am not a lawyer, I do nob know if this definmition would
Jegally apply to those knowingly engaged in the preparation of a dise
honest program on the assassinablion, which *® o o o 3N ary ranner aids .
the guilty parties to escape punishzment, As a lzyman, I an indlined
to think it would not applye
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