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JFk Assasslnhtlon

To the Editor: L et

This regards David R. Wrone's letter rudely rebuk-
ing Dean Kermit Hall in your last issue. Besides its inci-
vilities, Mr. Wrone's letter contained misleading
inferences and distortions of the “facts,” as he labels them,
regarding the assassination of President Kennedy and in-
vestigations of the crime. G i

Mr. Wrone adamantly asserts (a} that no “credible
fact” links Oswald to the murder of JFK and (b) that it
was “absolutely false” to state, as Mr. Hall did in the Feb-
ruary OAH Newsletier, that the “ latest” investigatory tech-
nigues tend to corroborate the Warren Report conclusions.

According to expert testimony before the House Se-
lect Committee on Assassinations (HSCA), neutron-acti-
vation analysis (a technique not available to the Warren
Commission) demonstrates that the bullets that wound-
ed Governor Connally and killed the president came from
Oswald'’s rifle, to the exclusion of all others (HSCA, Re-
port Vol. I, 492-95). Physical evidence and witnesses,
moreover, place Oswald (and no one else) in the posi-
tion from which the fatal shot was fired. 7

As all students of the assassination know, the War-
ren Commission imprecisely estimated the timing of the
shots. But later, investigators, contrary to another of Mr,
Wrone's assertions, established that Oswald easily had
time to fire three shots, twice operate the bolt, and hit his
target, a feat replicated in 1977 by eleven marksmen un-
familiar with Oswald’s Mannlicher-Carcano rifle (HSCA,
Repori, 83).

" Further, Oswald’s hours of dry practice with his ri-
fle, combined with his prior completion of Marine Corps
rifle training, and his successful qualification, first as a
sharpshooter (the second highest rating) and later as a
marksman, hardly merits Mr. Wrone's derisive epithet
of “duffer.” . .

More to the point, computer enhancement, reverse
projections, and sonic digitalization of the Zapruder film
and the stereo photogrammetric analysis of the dozens
of still photos taken at the scene fail to disprove the War-
ren Report. (My copy, by the way, contains 888 numbered
pages, as Mr. Hall stated, with 24 pages of front matter.
Mr. Wrone peevishly implies that experts in the field
know the “actual” number of pages was 912.)

- The HSCA, staffed with several critics of the Warren
Report, criticized the FBI and CIA for failing to “investi-
gate adequately” the possibility of a conspiracy in weeks
and months after the murder, but the HSCA confirmed
the basic conclusions of the Warren Commission, includ-
ing the single bullet theory, which Mr. Wrone stoutly la-
bels a “baseless invention.” (HSCA, Report, 1-2, 44).

The Warren Commission’s procedures are justly crit-
icized. But what purpose is served by overstating those
flaws, by misrepresenting what has been learned since
the Warren Report was published, and by maligning our
profession’s representative on a government board
charged with freeing additional information for histori-
cal research? Q .
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