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Since the area is stil] in a primitive
state, we have the opportunity, not often
presented, to go In on the ground floor,
to give it a careful revicw and analysis,
and to work out the full utilization of
its values under the principles of mul-
tiple use and sound land use planning.
We have an opportunity to determine
primary and secondary uses now before
any use is really established.

It is Bureau policy to invite public
discussion on its classification plans for
any area. Therefore, I would expect that
Mr. Nielson would plan open hearings
in Balt Lake City and also in the water-
.pocket fold arca, if the residents wish
them, so that every segme:.t of the pub-
lic has an opportunity to offer informa-
tion and advice. I would hope that min-
ing. livestock, and tourist groups would
ask to be heard, as well as represcnta-
tives of the outdoor conservation and
wildlife organization. 5

The question of the classification of
the waterpocket fold in southern Utah
brings into focus a growing problem in
the preservation and development of
scenic areas, national wonders, primlitive
areas, sclentific areas, and historic sites
of national Interest. We have several
categories of classification of these
areas—we can make them national or
State parks, natlonal monuments, na-
tional recreation areas, or national his-
torical sites. ' .

However, the waterpocket fold In
southern Utah does not clearly fit into
any of these clascifications. Yet there is
no question it should be preserved and
managed for the broadest possible recre-
ation benefit consistent with other es-
sential uses. Is our system flexible
enoush? Do we need other classifica-
tions? Do we actually have all of the
tools we should have to “preserve, de-
velop, and make accessible to all Amer-
fcan people such quantity and quality of
outdoor recreation” as will be necessary
and desirable .for the individual enjoy-
ment and to assure the physical, cul-
tural, and fph’itual benefits of outdoor
recreation,” to quote the objective of the
Outdoor Recreation Resources Review
Commissipn?

There s still considerable open lznd
available’in this country for public rec-

- reation dnd enjoyment. As our commu-
nitics become more crowded, we will be
increasingly conscious of the need to
leave them bchind us, for a few hours or
days or weeks. Open-space recreation is
not a luxury. It Is a nccessity. And with
each passing yecar, it will become more
so. The demand vill surge.

We have before us the problem of
reconciling conscrvation with the ex-
ploitation of our natural resources. We
still have the problem of dctermining
where and how we can apply multiple use
principles to our land so that we can have
both the economic benefits which come
from mining and timbering and grazing,
and still provide the degree of proteciion
necessary for the enjoymoant and cco-
nomic benefits which come from tourisni
and outdoor recreation.

e are a hizh!ly urbun country. Sixty-
three percent of our peeple now live on
10 pereent of our land. More and more
people are moving to the cities every
day.
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., We are now approaching a population
of 200 millfon. By the year 2000 we will
have nearly doubled that number.

Because of the pinch of the war in
Vietnam, we have had to slow down our
efforts to' met our outdoor recreation
necds. We have had to lessen recrea-
tion’s place in our current life and plan-
ning. But I feel we should not forget
those eloquent words in the ORRRC re-
port:

The outdoors lles dcep in American tra-
dition. It has had {mmeasurable impact on
the nation’s character and on those who
made it history . ., when an American looks
for meaning in his past, he seeks it not in
ancient ruins, but more likely in the moun-
tains and forests, by a river, or at the edge
of the sea ... Today's challenge is to assure
all Americans permanent access to their out-
door heritage.

THE CBS “WARREN REPORT"'—
PART I

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, on four
uccessive evenings, June 25-28, the
lumbla Broadcasting System presented
vhat it designated as a “CBS News In-
uiry” entitled “The Warren Report.”

This extensive inquiry, growing out of
he controversy which has grown up to
urround the Warren report and the en-
re question of the clrcumstances sur-
punding the assassination of President
ennedy, was a noteworthy undertaking
by a major broadcasting network. Mil-
lions of Americans were fascinated and
instructed by the broadcasts. In their
ephemeral form, seen on national televi-
sion, they were aided by the visual pres-
entation, a facet- of the inquiry which
cannot be reproduced in print.

Nevertheless, the contribution of the
four-part program to public understand-
ing of the fssues it discussed is of suffi-
cient importance so thet I believe the text
of the material should be made widely
avajlable to the public. Therefore, I ask
unanimous consent that the first of these
four 1-hour presentations be printed in
the Recorp today. It is my intention to
offer tne succeeding portions, as well, in
the following days of this week.

There being no objection, the presenta-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
Recokn, as follows:

THE WARREN REPORT—PaArT I
(As broadcast over the CBS Tclevision Net-
work, June 25, 1967, with CBS News Cor-
respondents Walter Cronkite, Dan Rather,
and KRLD-TV News Dircctor E:ldie Barker;

Executlive producer Leslie Midgley)

CrONKITE. This is what a rifieman would
see from a sixth-floor window {f he tracked
an automoblle down Elm Street in Dealey
Plaza, Dallas, Texas.

This Is a marksman firing three shots from
a Mannlicher-Curcano rifle at & target below
him and moving away. These two reenact-
ments represent the heart of the \Warren
Report. In the view of the Warren Commis-
sion, they dezcribe fully the circumstance of
the assassination of President Kennedy.

But is thiere nrore to this stery than the
Warren Repnort ever discovered?

Axzovncnr. This Iz a “CEBS News In-
quir “The \Warren Report.” H-re {8 Walter
Crenttite

CronNkiic. On November 22, 19G3. at pre-
cisely 12:30 pn.. John Fllryerald Kenuedy,
the youthful 35th President of the United
Sti.tes. drove tritmiphantly into this square,
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where hundreds waited to cheer him . . .,
and where another walted as'well.

8econds later & dying President sped away
from Dealey Plaza—into history, into legend,
into a national nightmare of suspicion that
persists to this day.

In this country rumors spoke of left-wing
plots, right-wing plots, Castro plots; even
plots o elevate & Texan to the White House.
Abroad, where the transfer of political power
by violence is historically more familiar, no
rumor was too extreme. Faced with this dan-
gerous condition of rumor out of comtrol,
President Johnson quickly appointed a com-
mission to discover the real facts of -the
assassination, & commission of seven Amer-
icans 30 distinguished that their conclusibns
must be above suspiclon—or so it was
thought.

As chairman, the new President literally
drafted the Chief Justice of the United
States, Earl Warren. The other commission-
ers: Allen W. Dulles, former head of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency. Hale Boggs, Demo-

‘cratic Congressional Whip from Louisiana.

John Sherman Cooper, Republican Senator
from Kentucky. Richard B. Russell, Demo-
cratic Senator from Georgia. John J. McCloy,
lawyer, diplomat and adviser to Presidents,
and Gerald R. Ford, Republican Representa-
tive from Michigan.

The Warren Commission had the mandates
it needed to do the job. It could subpoena
witnesses, could invoke the cooperation of
any agency of the United States Government,
could and did use the F.B.I. and the Secret
Bervice mg its invest! X TB™BrnTe —

This is the result. On Saptember 24, 1064,
the Commission presented its findings in the
form of this 888-page report to the Presi-
dent. Two months later, it published these
26 additional volumes, the exhibits and hear-
ings on which the report was based.

Dan Rather at the scene of the assassina-
tion:

RATHER. The basic story pleced together by
that Warren Commission Report on the
assassination s this: A man named Lec
Harvey Oswnld crouched here in this dingy
window of the Texas School Book Depository
as the President passed below. Oswald, the
Commission tells us, fired three shots. One
missed. One struck both the President and
Texas Governor John Connally, riding with
him. The third killed the President. Oswald,
the Report had it, hid his rifle over there.
then ran down the stairs, left the bullding
on foot, and hurried down Elm Street. He
made his way to his rented room, picked up
A revolver, and about 12 minutes later shot
Police Officer J. D. Tippit.

Oswald was captured shortly after the
Tipplt murder, was questioned for two days
in a madhouse atmosphere of confusion and
then, in a grizzly climax, was himsclf mur-
dered right in the Dallas police station, by
a nightclub operator and police hanger-on
named Jack Ruby.

CRONKITE. And that was to be that—an
officinl version of the assassination, arrived
at by men of unimpeachable credentials,
after what the world was assured was the
most searching investigation in history.

Yet in the two and a half years since the
Warren Report, a stcady and growing stream
of books, magazine articles, even plays and
a motion picture. have challenged the Com-
mission and its findings; have offered new
theories, new assassins, and new reasons.

Only 8 few wceks ago, a Harris poll re-
vealed that scven out of ten Amerlcans a:s
convinced that there remaln many *“im-
portant unanswered questions,” that ihe
wiele *ruth has not been told.

A Gallup poll shows more than six of every
ten Americans questions that there was a
lone assassin.

Mar, Well, T don‘t think that all the facts
were breught out. I think gomething was
held back.
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. WosaN. I think there were more Involved
} 4a 1t than just Oswald.
Dt sped ay WosMsN. The only thing that disturbs me
. Juto lege: «; the fact that trLey've scaled away some
aspicion tr .t the evidence and I think that's rather
- ¢tsturbing to most people.
©-of left-wi  WoMAN. I've read the Warren Report, and
plots; ev'-s I say, I think those men are men of
White Hou :nnesty and integrity. And I think they were
Olitical por acked to do & tremendous Job with!n a very
famillar, ; short period of time after the assassination,
:th this da und 1 think they did the very best they could.
""b‘! of cont:. MAN. I think it's very accurate. .
- Zinted a cor WOMAN. I don't know how in the world
.dacts of ‘t. they could ever reach a conclusion that one
Zg” seven Am. person assassinated him. It's ridiculous, 1
- conclusic saw the whole thing on television. I Just
! 30 1t w happened to be home at that time and I
; ldont think that Oswald .. . 1 think that he
°nt litera;was working for the C.JI.A. myself.
- w. the Unl, CRONKITE. Screening out the absurd and
“~Fcommissic:the irrational, we are left with a series of
_.7=% of the Ce rcal and critical questions about the assas-
~o0ggs, Dem sination, questions which have not been
-7 #. Loulsfar answered to the sat!sfaction of the people
= "dWcan Benatof the United States.
——ssell, Den. In this series of broadcasts, CBS News wlll
- =nJ. McClctiry to cast light on thoze questions. They
T . Presiden fall under four headings, which we will
Represent examine on successive evenings at this same
ime. -
-he mandat. Tonlght's question: Did Lee
1d subpoe:Oswald shoot President Kennedy?
> Operation ( For the next two nights, we will take up
& ;overnmerthe question of conspiracy. Tomorrow night
4 the Becr.we will ask, was there more than one assas-
- 5in firing in Dealey Plaza?
oer 24, 19¢ On Tuesday night we will ask whether,
dings in t:vegardless of the actual number of gunmen,
2 the Pre.there was a conspiracy leading to the Pres-
£ Jished theldent’s murder.
‘ﬁamd bea. And on Wednesday night we will ask:
wed, Why doesn't America believe the Warren
e assassinReport?
We wili examine these questions hcre in
* together 1OUr studios in New York, In lbraries and
swrt on t:laboratories from coast to coast, with KRLD
.named 1 Ncws Director Eddle Barker at the as<assina-
- 1 this dintion site In Decaley Plaza, and with CBS
: Depositc News Correspondent Dan Rather on the
»e Dswald, t:81Xth floor of the Texas School Bcok De-
q ? ghots. O Pository as for the first time since the as-
‘% wsident a:f7csination, news camgras enter and cxplore
-‘,’.ridlng wi:the Depository buyilding ftself.
= " 'nt. Oswa’ _Tonight we ask 1f Lee Harvey Oswald shot
2 1 over the the President. To belp us answer that funda-
” the butldi:mental questl?n we must resolve some lecser
Btreet. ;}quesuom: 4 2
Did Oswald own a rifie?
Did Oswald take a rifle to the Book De-
fpository Buiding?
after o W!;ere w§s Oswald when the shots were
. = ‘;“ts\lvozt.dr Was Oswald’s rifle fired from the
. _.dinself my¢ HOW many shots were fired?
=" Astation, | HOW fast could Oswald's rifle be fired?
> hanger'-ﬁ What was the time span of the shots?
First: Did Oswald own a rifie? There is no
;Teasonable doubt that Oswald owned a
¢ that—1innlicher-Carcano rifie No. C2766. This 1s
- on, “”f‘the coupon with which he ordered the rifle,
veredentle by mayy from Klein's Sporting Goods Com-
g d WAS thing of Chicago. Hidell Is one of scveral
= history. .tllases Oswald used from time to time. Os-
= 33 fince U'wald pald for the rifle with this money order.
_+ing stre lere 1s the application for the post office
=i plays ahox to which the rifle was sent—all these
——] the Cc"documems In Oswald's handwriting.
oered v This photograph, traced to Oswald's own
reasons. Cimera, shows him with an identical riflc.
‘is poll :This photosraph has been widely challernged
erlcans :¥¥ Mark Lane and other critics of the W ar-
nany *“1:71 Report. Durlrg his fuiterro;sation, Os-
that 1¥2ld hiinsclf s21d that his head had been
Paperimposed cn samneone elie’s body. Sev-
six of eve "7t publications later sdiitied that they
rere was - 4 retouched it and In so coing may have
o ltered the rific and other datails, Lawrence
It the 15 .{111!01’. of Los Angeles, & profezsfonal pho-
‘hing e raphcr and ploto annl_\}t. made an in-
Uipendent study, of the original picture and
d-cgative,

Harvey

,'- ¢ { picked
B later st
o

=

bullding?
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ScitrLiex. This photograph of Lee Harvey
Oswald, which was found the day he was
captured and disclaimed by him, has been
used by numerous critics of the Report.
They say that the disparity of shadows, a
straight nose shadow from the nose, and an
angle body shadow proves without a doubt
that this head was superimposed on this
body. To properly recreate the picture to see
if the stralght nose shadow does correspond
to the body shadow, you would have to go
to the same address, at the same day of the
year and at the same time. We did that. This
picture was taken on March 31, 1967, at 214
Neeley Street. And it shows without s doubt
that a stralght nose shadow corresponds with
an angular body shadow. And that the fact
that there i1s a disparity of shadows, that
fact cannot be used to discredit the photo-
graph.

CrONKITE. Marlna Oswald told the War-
ren Commission that her husband had posed
and she had taken the picture. She also sald
he had ownad a rifle.

Barkrr. Did you ever see the rifie?

"MARINA. Yes. But you know, I fear to take"
this rifle. I just saw it, you know, in the
corner. I never touched it, his rifie.

CRONKITE, It seems reasonable to accept
the conclusion of the Warren Commission
Report that Oswald did indeed own a Mann-
licher-Carcano 6.5 mm rifle No. C2766. The
answer is yes,

CroNKITE. Our next question is: Did
Oswald take his rifle to the Book Depository
Bullding?

At the time of the assassination, Lee and
Marina Oswald were together only on weck-
ends. He lived In a rooming house not far
from his job and she lived with a friend,
Mrs. Ruth Paine, in the suburb of Irving.
Mrs. Oswald sald her hushand kept his rifie
wrapped In a blanket in Mrs. Paine’s garage.
Oswald usually went to Irving on Friday
nights with a fellow worker, Buell Wesley
Frozier, but the day before the assassination
his routine changed.

Frazier. Well, he come to me the Thursday,
November 21st, and asked me could he ride
on with me that afternoon, and I said yes.
And I eald, “Why are you going home this
afternoon?” and he replied that he wanted
to go home and pick up seme curtain rods,
80 he could put some curtalns up in his
apartment.

RATHER. Oswald got a lift to the School
Beok Depository that Friday morning from
co-worker Frazier. Frazicr's sister, Mrs.
Linnie Mae Randle, lived across the street
from the Paine house.

Mrs. RANDLE. I was preparing lunches for
my brother there at my sink, and I looked
out the window and saw Mr. Oswald cross
the strect and comec up cross my driveway
and he had a brown paper bag in his right
hand. It was about 27 inchces long. It was
mode out of a heavy brown paper with
heavy-looking tape on it.

RATHFR. Incidentally, the search of the
Book Dcepository Building made after the
assascination failed to turn up any curtaln
rods. And the furnished room which Oswald
was then occupylng was equipped with
curtain rods.

S0 Oswald made an uncharacteristic trip
to the Paine home Thursday night, returning
to the Book Decpository on the morning of
the nssassination with a heavy-looking pack-
age that could pass for curtain rods. Was it
the rifle? A diffcrence of about elght inches
has made this onec of the most contentious
points for the critics. Within this package I
have a dissassembled Mannlicher-Carcano
rifle identical to Oswald's. Before I tell you
the dimensions, you m'shit want to try to
esilmate them, as Mrs. Randle and Wesley
Frazier did, from memory. Mrs. Randle
varlously estimated Oswald's package of
“cwrtain rods™ as 27 or 28 inches long; her
brother, Wesley Frazier sadd about two feet,
“give or take a few Inches.” As a matter of
fact, the disassembled Mannlicher is 34 and
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eight-tenths inches 1long. Purthermore,
Frazier sald Oswald, preceding him into the
.Depository bullding, carried the “curtain
rods” under his armpit with his hand around
the bottom. Now obviously, you can't carry
this package that way, ;

Oswald had gotten out of the car first, and
was then walking away from Frazler. The
Commission decided that Frazier easlly could
have been mistaken about Oswald carrying
the package. You can decide whether Frazier,
walking some 50 feet behind and, in his own
words, not paying much attention, might
have missed the few inches of the narrow

.end of such & package sticking up past Os-

wald’s shoulder. .
CroNxrrz. Despite the dispute about just
how he carried the package, the reasonable

‘answer to this question is that he did take

8 rifle to the Book Dcpository Bullding.

Our next question concerns Oswald's
whereabouts at the time of the murder:
Where was Oswald when the shots were
fired? .

These men have just witnessed the assassi-
nation of the President. They are co-workers
of Oswald, photographed by Tom Dillard,
The Dallas Morning News photographer, in
fifth floor windows within a minute after
the shots were heard. o

RATHER. Walter, here in Dallas, Eddie ﬁ:\'r-
ker has reinterviewed those men who
watched the tragedy from the window just
below me, Later on, we will be hearing their
own story of the assassination itself. But for
now, we wanted to know just what Oswald
was dolng, and where he was doing it,
through the morning of November 22, 1963.
We spoke first to this man, Harold Norman:

NorMAN, That particular morning three or
four of us were standing by the window and
Oswald came over and he sald, “What's every-
body looking at and what's everybody excited
sbout?” So I told him we were walting on
the President. 50 he just snudged up and
walked away.

RATHER. Our next witness from the fifth
floor window, James Jarman, Jr.

Jarman. I was talking to him around about
10:00 o'clock. On the outside of the bullding
some people had gathered. And he asked
me what was they gathering around out
there for, and I told him that the President
was supposed to come by there that morn-
ing. And he asked me what time, and I didn‘t
know what time it would be but some of the
people had started gathering around. And
he asked me which way would the President
be coming, and I told him. And so he sald,
“Oh, yeah?” And I sald, “Yeah.” Then he
turped and walked off.

RATHER, The last man known to have seen
Lee Harvey Oswald before the assassination
was another co-worker, Charles Givens. Mr.
Givens saw Oswald here, on the sixth floor.
- GIVENS. Well, he was standing about mid-

dle ways of the bullding on the sixth fioor.

Barxrer. What was he do!ng there?

GIVENS. Well, he wus just standing there
looking with his orders in his hand.

Barxkrr. And what did you say to him?

Givens. I just eald, “Tellow, it's lunch
time, you golng downstuirs?” And he sald,
“No,” he sald, “Close the gates on the ele-
vator when you get out.” Well I, you know,
kind of excited, wanted to scc the parade, 80
when I got downstairs, T really forgot $t. I
Just rushed off and went out to Junch,

BARKER. This would be about what time?

G1vEns. Well absut one or two milnutes
after 12.

PATnER. So the teztimeny from theose who
saw Oswald inside the Dxok Depository is
consistent, The testimony from eyewiinesses
in the FPlaza below Is not. Tne Warmren Cox::-
mission had to chowze Eetween terloug.y
conflicting accounts, ar:d m:r.y of the critics

Ink it chose badly.
mDo’tvln lcu ot;ee Plag.:. Edd!e Burker ¢an mh".\.‘
us where those witrnczes stood and wh‘u;
they werc in a position to gee, 8s they tul
thelr own storles.

- ane
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Barker. Dan, Arnold Rowland was ‘here
with his wife on Houston Street in the
crowd walting for the motorcade. A few min-
utes before it arrived, Rowland told the
Warren Commission, he notlced an elderly
Negro man up in the window where you are
now, where Oswald is supposed to have fired
from. But he told the Commlssion, and a
few days ago repeated bis story for us here,
of seeing a gunman lurking in another win-
dow entirely:

RowLAND., And I just lookin® around and
we noticed & man up in the window and 1
remarked to my wife, tried to point him out.
And remarked that he must be & security
guard or a Secret Service agent.

Barkrr, So, the window, then, that you're
referring to is on the opposite end of the
bullding from where the main entrance to
the bullding is?

RowLAND. Yes, it 18 on the other side of
the bullding. And he had a rific. It looked
like a high-powered rifle becpuse It had &
scope which looked, in relation to the size
of the rifie, to be a big scope.

Barkrr. Now over here, Dan, still on Hous-
ton Street and not very far from the Row-
lands, was Mrs. Carollne Walther. Mrs.
Walther says she saw two men with a gun in
the Book Depository. :

Mrs. WaLTHER. I looked at this buillding
and I saw this man with a gun and there was
another man standing to his right. And I
could pot see all of this man, and I couldn’t
see his face. And the other man was holding
a short gun. It wasn't as long as 8 rifie. And
he was holding it pointed down, and he was
kneeling in the window, or sitting. His arms
were on the window. And he was holding the
gun in a downward position, and he was 100k-
ing downward.

Barkrr. About what floor would you 8ay
these two men werc on that you gaw in the
window? . :

Mrs. WALTHER. The first statement that I
made, I sald the man was on the fourth or
fifth floor, and I still feel the same way. He
was about—in a window that was just about
even with the top of that tree. I saw the
man had light halr, or brown, and was wear-
ing a white skhirt. That—I explained to the
wasn't sure about that.
That was my imprcssion on thinking about
it later. That I thought that was the way the
man was dressed.

Barkrr. Now, what about this other man
who was in the window?

Mrs. WALTHER. This other man was wearing
a brown suit. And that was all I could see,
was half of this man's body, from his
shoulder@ to his hips.

Barkir, Now over here, on the corner op-
posite the Book Depository, stood a fifteen-
year old hoy named Amos Euins. A few days
ago. Amos Euins came back here with us end
gave & vivid account of the gscassination ft-
self and of a “plece of pipc” he saw poking
out of a window— your window. Dan.

Evins. When he come around, and when 1
was standin’ here, I happened to jook up and

. seen a pipe. you know. So I never did puld

no attention thinking it might be a ptpe. you
know, just & pipe stickin’ out. So it was
stickin’ out about a foot, about that high,
you know.

Barxkrs. Point out for ine, Mr. Euins, the
window where you saw the pipe.

Euins. It was about on the sixth floor, right
below tho banister.

Baricer. Among the witnesscs here in the
plaza. the Commicrian rehed heavily oa the
testimony of Jluwird Prennan, who, watchi-
fng from just about here, s2td that he
actually saw the nssasin firing.

Howarp Brrxxar, I leoncd dircctly acros
and up, possibility of & 4t-dcice angle. And
this man, garne man I had zaw prior to the
President’s arrival, was in the window and
taking alm for his last shot. After he fired
the 1ast or the third shot he didn’t seera to
be In a great ruch, hurry. He secmed Lo pause
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for a moment to see if for sure he accom-
plished his purpose, and he brought the gun
back to rest in upright position, as though
he was satisfied.

CroxxrTE. It should be noted here that the
Commission falled to follow up Mrs. Wal-
ther's story. Bhe was interviewed briefly by
F 2 but never called before the
Commission or its staff, who accumulated
vast minutae on the relatives of relatives of
Lee Harvey Oswald.

Despite these discrepancies, his co-workers
knew and certalnly saw Oswald. The CBS
NEWS answer: Oswald was in the Book De-
pository Bullding when the shots were fired,
most probably on the sixth floor.

We come now to our fourth question for
tonight: Was Oswald's rifie fired from the
bullding? To answer this one the Commls-
sion placed major reliance on physical evi-
dence found within the bullding, Three
shells, later identified as fired from Oswald's
rifle, were found forty-two minutes after
the shots. Ten minutes later a rifle was
discovered.

RATHER. The rifie was found on the sixth
floor, back near the stalrway between some
eartons by Deputy Constable Seymour
Weitzman. And from that episode came & de-
scription that has plagued the Warren Com-
mission account for years, the identification
of it as a German Mauser.

Eddle Borker asked Constable Weitzman
what happened.

werrzaan. I'll be very frank with you. I
stumbled over it two times, not knowing it
was there.

Barkir. Just went right by it.

WerrzMman. Went right by it. And Mr, Bone
was climbing on top, and I was down on my
knees looking, and I moved a box, and he
moved a carton, and there it was. And he in
turn hollered that we had found a rifle.

Barker. Well, when did you first get & full
view of the gun?

WEerrzsaN, When the crime lab brought
the gun out, after they had gone over it. 1
could sce portions of the gun while they were
doing partial investigation of it here in the
building. .

Barker. What kind of gun did you think
it was?

WrirzMaN. To my sorrow, I looked at it,
and it looked like a Mauser, which I sald it
was. But I said the wrong one because just
at a glance I saw the Mauser action, and—
1 don't know—Iit just came out words, it's &
German Mauser. Which it wasn't. It's an
Italian-type gun. But from a giance it's hard
to describe, and thal's all I saw It was at a
glance. 1 was mistaken, and it was proven
that my statement was 8 mistake, but it was
an honest mistake. ’ ;

RaTHir So Mr. Wellzman now secms sure
that the rifile was indeed Oswnld's Mann-
licher-Carcano, and that bis identlfication
was simply a mistake.

The most important ballistic evidence In
the case ls A spent bullet, two bullet frag-
ments, and three emply shells, or hulls, as
they are sometimes described. The nearly
whole bullet was found in Parkland Hospltal
under clreumstances we'll consider in detall
tomorrow night. The two fragments were
found in the Presidential limousine. The
shells were found here on the sixth floor,
below the windows here, by Patroiman Gerald
L. Hill, who told Eddic Barker about it.

Grratp L. Hiot, We saw a barricnde, & sort
of three-sided barricade of boxes that would
have shielded anyorne between the boxes and
the window from general view, from the rest
of the flour. And then immediately under
tha windaw that was later determined to
be the nctixl spot that the sho's were fired
from, there were three rifie bullet hulls,
rizht against the bazeboard of the bullding
where the floor and the wall come togcther.

Croxiirre. Onc of the experts who made
the balltstic examination for the Warren
Commission was Dr. Joseph D. Nicol, Super-
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{ntendent of the Bureau of Criminal Investi-
gation for the State of Nitnois. Walter Lister
asked about his conclusions.

Nicor. It is my feeling that both the frag-
ments, as well as the one relatively whole
bullet, had been fired in the same gun. And
then based upon the comparison of the tests
which were available to me, it was my opin-
fon thet the same weapon which fired the
tests also fired the—the three evidence
specimens.

LisTez. In the case of the virtually intact
bullct that was found on 8 stretcher {n
Parkland Hospital, and the two fairly sizable
fragments found in the front of the Presi-
dential limousine, you felt that those were
definitely fired from Oswald's rifie?

Nicor. Yes, sir. o

ListEx. To the exclusion of all others?

Nicor. To the exclusion of all others, right.

Cronkrrr. From the ballistic evidence 1t
seems that the answer to the question of
whether Oswald's rifie was fired from the
bullding is yes.

To this point the Warren Commission’s
case appears strong; despite minor discrep-
ances it appears that Oswald had the oppor-
tunity and the murde. weapon.

And now we come to one of the most tell-
ing arguments that has been raised agsinst
the Warren Report In these past two and &
half years, a point which we now kxnow sefl-
ously disturbed members of the Commission
ftself. For the critics argue that Lee Harvey
Oswald could not have fired his rifie fast
enough and accurately enough to be the sole
assassin. The critics argue therefore either
that Oswald was not the gunman at all, or
that there was more than one gunman. Well
now, here we have twin questions. How
many shots were fired in Dealey Plaza that
day? And how long did it take to fire them?

First, how many shots were fired?

RaTHER. Walter, the obvious way to answer
thosc questions seemed to be to talk to our
eyewitnesses in Dealey Plaza, ask them how
many shots they heard, and in what kind of
sequence. That's what we tried first.

Mrs. WALTHER. I'm sure there were four
shots. v

Barxrr. How many shots did you hear?

WiLLianms. I heard three. The first and sec-
ond was further apart than the second and
third. In other words, there was & bang—
and a bang-bang right thereto.

Barker How many shots did you hear?

NorMAN. Three.

Barxer. In how long a period of time?

NorMan. Oh, I'd say about like this, you
know—boom (clicking sound)—boom (click-
ing sound) boom. Something similar to that.

Nix. 1 would say—bang—bang—bang.

HortAnp. There were dcfinitely four shots.

WEITZMAN. Well, just three quick bursts,
like bang-bang-bang.

CronxiTE. There is an old axiom among
lawyers that mnothing carries more welght
with s jury, or is less reliable, than eye-
witness testimony. In this case we have Just
jearned that the testimony of assassination
earwitnesses also is unreliable. In & moment
of utter horror and confusion, in 8 bowl cer-
1aln to start echoes, it's too much to expect
that human ears will register and correctly
recall the number and sequence of & sories
of quick shots.

But we have heard Mr. H{l describe how
he found three chells, and Mr. Nicol state that
they were fired from Oswald's rifie. Many
crities maintain ihad additional shots weie
fired; but no pi.ysical evidence ever has bee
preduced. The most reasonsble answer t°
this question secms to be: three shots.

But it is only barely possible that thoss
shots could have been fired by Oswald alcad.
The most dramatic and most important &in-
gle plece of evidence of the assassinatiod
was provided by Mr. Abraham Zapruder, wh
on November 22, 1953, stationed himsel! wiit
an amateur movie camera right here.
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0n one roll of 8Bmm color film, Mr. Zap-
Foder had the astonishing luck to capture
(e entlre ascassination. We cannot show you
.~3t Alm on television. It was purchased
soom Mr. Zapruder by LIFE Magazine. That
¢:m, though, serves as a clock. If we know
e exact specd the camera was running,
s=d can sec In the film where the bullets
s-cuzk, it should be possible to determine
ot ooly how many shots were fired, but the
arount of time between them. This is crit-
.31 to the question of whether Oswald could
tave physically accomplished the murder.

1f the time between sho's was less than
e time necessary to operate Oswald’s cheap
brit sction rifle, a rific lke this one, then
obviously he was not the sole assassin. A test
of t'me belween shots could pot prove that
te did fire the shots. It might prove that he
¢:d not.

PAaTHER. Here is how the Warren Commis-
¢'on reconstructed a time sequence from the
ea:m. Now Mr. Zapruder was fllming the
mowrcade from the grassy knoll. At the very
moment the gunmar must have been track-
inz 1t from up here.

Using the critical frames of the Zapruder
a!m as & gulde, the Warren Commission, end
row we, can reconstruct exactly what .the
gunman must have been seeing at every
moment.

We know that the President had not yet
_been hit when the car slipped beneath this
onk tree. The President would have come
fnto the gunman’s sights, in the Report's
words, “for a fleeting instant through an
opening in the leaves, just as frame number
186 went througk Mr. Zapruder's camera.”
Remember that frame, 185.

We stop the car at frame 186 to show
you what a gunman would have seen in that
instant, except for the fact that the tree has
grown since 19G63. There's more follage on
it now. And the overhead highway signs were
not there then.

The Commission did not* think the shot
was fired here. Now the President is again
concealed by the leaves, emerging just as
the Zapruder camera, over on the grassy
knoll, is shooting its 210th frame. The gun-
man can now sce the President again, but

© Mr. Zapruder's view was blocked by a ground

level sign, and his film 4Mn't show what was
bappening in frame 2i0, which the Commls-
sion decided was the first moment that Pres-
{dent Kennedy could have been hit.

The Zaprudep film did not show the Presl-
dent again umtil frame number 225, where
we stopped the car once more. Here the
Zapruder film scemed to show the President
alrcady hit; o that hit must have occurred
‘somewhere Between frames 210 and 225 of
the Zapruder film. As to just where, we'll
have some Intriguing new evidence in a few
moments, :

Along here the Commission sald a second
shot was fired, probably a miss. But at this
point the third shot, the fatal one, destroyed
the President's head. That moment is clearly
shown {n Mr. Zapruder's film, at frame 313,

Could Oswald really have done this? Ma-
rine Corps records show Oswald had attalned
the rank of sharpshooter; but he was not a
gcnuine expert, according to his fellow scrv-
Icemen. One of his fellow Marines clalmed
that Oswald was actually a very poor shot,
and simply was not Interested In marksman-
thip activitles,

_CroxkITE. It secmed evident that we
thould try to establish the casc or difficulty
of that rap'd fire performatnce. Hence, our
next question: llow fast eould ot sifie bo
Lired?

Oswald’s rific was test-fired for the Warren
Ccmmission by FFL _ond wilitary marks-
men. The rate of ure for th!s bolt action
tille and s accuracy against & moving tar-
Ret were critical to the Coramisslon's case
B.ainst Oswald. And yet, fncredibly, all tests
for the Commisslon were fired at statlonary
tirgess. The F.B1. won't comment on why.
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Based more on testimony than on firing
tests, the Commission concluded it was an
easy shot for Oswald to hit the President
at that range. From its tests the main con-
clusion drawn was that this Mannlicher-
Carcano could not be fired three times in &
s8pan of less than 4.6 seconds, because it took
about 2.3 seconds to operate the bolt mecha-
nism betwecn shots.

To explore glaring omissions in the tests
fired for the Commission, CBS News dcclded
to conduct its own tests with the Mann-
licher-Carcano. .

RATHER. A moving target is harder to hit
than a stationary one, and the elevation
of the sixth floor window might make a dif-
ference. The only elevation for the Warren
Commilssion firing tests were the 30-foot
tower, less than half the helght of the Book
Depository's sixth floor above Elm Street.

S0 CBS News had a tower and target track
constructed to match exactly the helghts
and distances in Dealy Plaza. The target
track was angled to match precisely the an-
gle of Elm Strect. The target, a standard

=roTrele, moved by electric motor at
eleven mlles an hour, approximately the
specd of the Presidental limousine. A rifle
0! the same make and age as Oswald's was
fitted with the same 4-power telescoplic sight
found on his rifle. These CBS News tests were
conducted on different days at the range
of the H. P. White Ballistic Laboratory, in
rolling farmland, north of Belalr, Maryland.
Eleven volunteer marksmen took turns fir-
ing clips of three bullets each at the moving
target. None of the men had much familiar-
ity with the Itallan Mannlicher-Carcano,
although each was given time to practice at
& nearby indoor ringe; and most of the vol-
untecrs were experienced with bolt action
rifles.

In each casc the first shot was fired at a
point approximating the point at which the
Warren Commission deduced the first shot
was fired. Distance, about 175 feet. In six
seconds the distance grows to 270 feet.

Results varied. A Maryland state trooper
macde two hits in the silhouette, one near
miss—in slightly less than five seconds. An-
other state trooper’s best time was 5.4 sec-
onds. One hit, two near misses.

A wcapons engineer had the best score.
Three hits In §.2 scconds. A technician at
the H. P. White Ballistics Laboratory man-
apged three shots In the fastest time, 4.1 sec-
onds, half a second faster than the fastest
time turned in for the Warren Commission,
but only one hit. - .

Altozether the eleven volunteer marksmen
made 37 attempts to fire three shots at the
moving target. 17 of those attempts had to
be called no time, because of trouble with
the rifle. In the 20 atempts where time could
be recorded, the avcrage was 5.6 seconds.

Cro~NKITE. From our own tests we were
convinced that a rifle 1ike Oswald's could be
fired In 5.6 seconds or less, and with reason-
able accuracy, at a target moving much the
same as the Presidential lmousine was trav-
elling awny from the Book Depository’s sixth-
floor window.

8o, clearly, there is no pat answer to the
qucestion of how fast Oswald’s rifle could be
fired. In the first place, we did not test his
own rifle. It recmed reasonable to say that
an expert could fire that rifle in five seconds.
It secms equally reasonable to say that Os-
wald, under no-mal circumstances, would
take longer. Bul the circuinstances were not
ncrmal. He was sghooting at a President. So
our answer Is: probably fast enough.

In rddition to the number of shots, and
the capability of the rifie, 1t §s important to
know the timic gpan betwcen shots—since,
as we polnted out previousiy, if the shots
were cloctr together than the rifle could be
fired, two riflcs must have been involved.

So, our next question: What was the time
span of the shote?

The answer might lle In Mr. Zapruder's
film of the arsassination. You'll recall that
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the Commission decided that the first shot
was fired at frame 210 on the Zapruder film,
and the last shot at frame 313,

Tests of the camera made by the PB1I. re-
ported that it was running at a speed of 183
frames a second. Divide 103 frames by 183
frames a second, and you get 5.6 seconds—
which is the time the Commission reported
Oswald. probably had to take.

It's & point upon which the critics have
seized. Could Oswald have fired three shots
in 5.6 seconds? Well, then new evidence made
its appearance. .

It was at first called to our attention by
& distinguished physicist, Dr. Louis Alvarez,.
of the University of California at Berkeley.

BrL STouT. What was it that made you
interested enough to dip Into the Warren
Rep;srt to begin analyzing the photos of that
day -

Arvarsz. Well, I think it was probably
that I had lunch every day with a bunch
of my graduate students who were keenly
interested in the controversy that was going
on at the time. For a while I eouldn't get
very interested in it. But then when Life
magazine republished the frames from
the Zapruder movie, I spent an evening look-
ing at them—and I found something that
excited my interest. :

8ToUT. What first caught your eye, Dr.
Alvarez?

ALvarrz. Well, it's right here in the ple-
ture. At frame 227, the highlights on the
windshield of the car are all drawn out Into
rather pronounced streaks. And you can see
that in the frame ahead the highlights are
individual dots. And cgaln in the frame be-
yond them are Individual dots.

8o something rather violent happened to
the line of direction of Mr. Zapruder's
camera In frame 227. It swung violently.

CroNKTTE. If Dr. Alvarez were right, the
Zapruder film might contain a record of the
number of shots fired. If blurs, which could
be accepted as evidence of gunshots, oc-
curred in a certein time span—then the
shots themselves would be in the same span.

We remind you again that the film is

‘owned by LIFE Magazine, and s not avail-

able for broadcast. So, CBS News commis-
sioned an expert photo analyst, Charles
Wyckofl, of the Massachusetts firm of Edger-
ton, Germeshausen and Grier, to make an
analys!s cf the Zapruder film frames.

Dan Rather interviewed Mr. Wyckoff.

RATHER. Mr. Wyckofl, the entire Zapruder
film shows the whole assassination?

Wyckorr. Yes, It does, Dan. The—the film
was an 8 mm motion picture fiim, and the
entire record, in which the President was
in view, was represented on a ilm about this
long—which only took about ten seconds.
And all of the records of Interest were on
this small plece of film. We actually looked
at all the frames, but we only studied cer-
taln frames in detall. And the reason for
studying those framcs in detail was the fact
that there were certain little things in there
that looked blurrced at first. And we were
quite interested in why they looked blurred.

For instince, on frame 190 here, or rather,
let’s start with frame 189—there’'s a wall In
the background with 1little—Ilittle holes,
that you can see a white bullding through
those holes.

RatHER. Now, that's a tiled . . .

Wryckorr. That's a tiled wall. And you can
sce the little holes, If you look at it with a
magnifsing glass. Here, you see thosc that
are nice and round, end fairly sharp. And,
yet, In frame 190, right next to it, you can
no longer tell that those holes are circular.
They're blurred out.

RatTnrr. Now, why is that?

Wycxkorr., Something must have happened
to Mr. Zapruder when he was—somcthing
must have startled him when he was holding
his eamera. He had a—a camera very much
like this modecl right here, which Is an 8 mm
camera. And ns he held it up to his eye.
focusing—concentrating on the Presldent,
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something startled him—and he
Iittle bit with the camera.

RATHER. Not nearly that much?

Wryckorr. Not anything like that at all,
Just a very subtle jump. But that was just
enough to cause a blur of these little holes in
here. And also a blur of highlights on the
car.

RAaTHER. All right, now, you see that very
clearly in frame 190, and that frame docs
look distorted—and you can't sec the white
bholes in the wall across the strect cleariy
at all. Now, how many times does that occur
in this ten second sirctch of 8 mm film?

Wycorr. Now, that—that occurs several
times, as we've represcnted up here on the—
on this film on the wall. It occurs at frame
190, It occurs aga!n at frame 227. Frame 227
was-the next evidence that I had of Mr.
Zapruder moving his camera. And it occurs
at frame 318.

Now, this is interesting, because we all
know that at frame 313 the President re-
celved the fatal shot. We have a natural
reaction time—that—that he heard the sound
at about the same time that the—that some-
thing happened to President Kennedy, when
be was fatally wounded here. Ve can apply
this same correction, of abou: four or five
frames, to each one of these frames where
I noted motion.

In other words, T am saying that it was
possible that there could have been a shot
fired here, another one fired In this area of
222, 223, and another one in the area of 313—
noticeable now in 318,

Ithink the important thing is the fact that
we have found sn Indication some twenty
frames prior to the time the Warren Com-
mission thought that the first ghot was fired.
Now, whether or not this was a shot, we
cannot say. But certalnly Mr. Zapruder, the
photographer, was disturbed at that point.

8touT. What docs this finding mean to
those of us who simply have followed the
controversy over the assassination, and are
not physicists? .

Arvarrz. Well, to me, it means that there
were indeed three sho's fired, as the Com-
mission sald; that the one that apparently
didn’t hit anyone in the car was fired before
the one that hit the Pres'dent, and not be-
tween the two shots that obvioucly hit the

jumped a

* President.

CroNKITE. Just as a rough check on this
theory, we declded to try It ourselves. using
other cameramen holding similar cameras,
standing on a rific range, filming an auto-
moblle whilé a rifleman fired over thelr
heads. :

These two volunteers are eim!ng their cam-
eras at a farkcd limousine. Their instruc-
tions: “Hold the cameras as stendy as pos-
sible, and kcep filming no matter what
happens.®The shots will come between them
and the car. The camcramen are as far from
the firing platform as Mr. Zapruder was from
the sixth floor of the Book Depository. (Sound
of gunfire In backcround )

The reaction wus obvious. The film taken
by thesec cameramen showed the cfTect of the
shots, despite irstructions to hold steady.
Even in steadier hands, motion wos always
noticeuble. This frame shovws hizilight dois
arourid the car’s windshield. In reaction to
& shot, the dots changed to crescents. And in
the folloving friine they bacome streaks,
comparable to streaks found on some frames
from Ar. Zapruder's film.

Incidentally, Dr. Alvarez also surgested that
the first shot miriat still be ladeed I the
tree. We cliccked 12 with a metal detector,
But, unfortunntely, it d!d rot reveal any
presence of a bulict. Perhars mare wophisti-
cuted equipiient v be develeped fn the
future to x-ray the tree.

Pcrhaps the most Intriguing feature of the
entire Alvarcz-Wyckofl experiinent s this—
2t the time he undertook to study the film
for us, Charles Wycknfl wis unavare that
there was anything unusual about frowne 186
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of the Zapruder film. He tentatively placed
one shot there, only because of Mr. Zapru-
der’s slight figgle at frame 190. Yet, in the
Warren Commisslon Report we learn that,
to a gunman tracking from the Book Deposi-
tory the Presldent’s head would have come
into view for an instant through a hole in
the follage, just at frame 186—where it now
appears something startled Abraham Zapru;
der.

If & shot had been squeczed off there, &
shot which missed, the length of time avall-
able to Oswald begins to stretch, even If the
Commission's clock is right, for the Warren
Report placed the first shot at frame 210.

But, now, that brings up a second question.
Was the clock right? You'll recall that the
Zapruder film s the basic clock for all of
these events. Now tests of the camera, made
by tW\EFI like this one—re-
ported ihai it was running at an average
speed of eightecn point three frames per
second. The camera had becn obtained from
the Bell and Howel] Company, the manufac-
turers.

Durinz our CBS Investigation we asked the
company if they had tested the cimera's
specd. The result was a public announcement
that they had tested it, and the result was
the same as the F.BI. test, And the an-
nouncement ¢ TS nat they had that
day donated the camera to the National
Archives—and this is it.

But If the clock was not exactly right, then
the whole sequence of events—from the num-
ber of shots, to the time span of the shots,
and many other things—would be afTected.

Curiously, most of the critics themselves
accepted the 18.3 gpeed without a question—
except one, who insists it was running at
twenty-four frames, as could have happened
if the control had been depressed.

Now, we decided to see if we could clock
the clock. We turned e2ain to photo expert
Charles Wyckoft.

Wrckorr. They have a clock over here with
& sweep eecond hand. And If we photograph
that clock with each one of these cameras,
we're—we will be able to measure the time .
that it takes to run through the few hundred
frames, as we've shown here. And I'll-—I'm—
I will try this for you right now. What I'll
do is to turn a light or and {lluminate the
clock dial, start the camera, and then start
the clock and let it run for about a ten or
fifteen second period.

RaTHER. And you do that with each cam-
era? =

Wyckorr. We do that with each eamera.
And then we take the film out. process it
from each rccord—and we end up with a re-
sult very similar to what you sce on this
chart right here.

This corresponds to the first camera. This
is the gecond. the third, the fourth, and the
fifth. We started each frame here—we edited
until we got the frame corresponding to zero
time on each one of the cameras. Then we
counted oI the same number of frames on
each camera record that corresponded to
frames 190 to 318 in the Zapruder record.

RATHIR. And there was thls much differ-
ence In the cameras, although they were the
samo kind of cameras?

Wyckorr. Same kind of eameras. There
was this much dificrence in time. The first
camera read 6.90 scconds. The second camera,
7.30 ceconds. The third, 6.70. The fourth, 8.35.
And the last, 6.16 seconds.

RATHER. So, undcr this theory, the shooter,
or shooters, of the shots could have had up
to how many secornds to fire?

Wycnkorr. They could have had, ncéo:dlng
to this. up n3 much as clght and thirty-five
husdreds of a second—which fs n pretty long
tinie, .

CroxxiTr. In this hour we have been enn-
sldering the relationsilp between Oswald
und the assassination. To the account glven
in the Warren Report we have mude three
additions, each of which rests on evidence at
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least as persuasive as any provided by the
Commission.

Our analysis of the Zapruder film suggests
strongly that the first shot was fired at frame
186. The Commission sald only that the first
shot to hit came between frames 210 and 225,

Bomething startled Mr. Zapruder earlier.
And the evidence is that a rifie shot was what
startled him,

We have shown that the Zapruder camera
was quite possibly running slower than the
Commission thought. The earlier shot and
the slow camera together mean that the rific-
man may have had additional time to get off
three shots.

We have shown by carefully controlled ex-
periments that a Mannlicher-Carcano rifle
can be fired more rapidly and accurately than
the Commission belleved,

Now, thesc points strengthen the Warren
Report's basic finding. They make it more
likely that Oswald shot the President. They
signlficantly weaken a central contention of
the critics—their contention that Oswald
could not have done it because he did not
have enough time to fire.

It is now reasonable to assume that the
first shot fired through a tree missed its
mark, and that it was this shot that Governor
Connally heard. The Governor insisted all
tlong that he was not struck by the first
shot. It now appears he was correct.

Now we can answer all our secondary ques-
tions. .

Did Oswald own a rifle? He did.

Did Oswald take a rifie to the Book Deposl-
tory Bullding? He did. .

Where was Oswald when the shots were
fired? In the bullding, on the sixth floor.

Wag Oswald’s rifle fired from the building?
It was,

How many shots were fired? Three.

How fast could Oswald's rifie be fired? Past
enough.

What was the time span of the shots?
8Seven or eight seconds,

Did Lee Hrrvey Oswald shoot President
Kennedy? CBS News concludes that he did.

Yet this is only the beginning of our in-
quiry, We drew the distinction between
Oswald as a killer, and Oswald as the killer.

The Warren Commission, despite the most
widely accepted, and often, re-stated capsule
version of {ts findings, did not state that
Oswald was the only killer, It did state that
it could not find any evidence that others
had conspired with him.

Yet it 1s on precisely this point that most
Americans question the Commission’s con-
clusions most strongly. Almost two out of

. three Americans sccm to feel that behind

such a monstrous deed there must have been
& conspiracy. F

Tomorrow night we'll be back at this same
time, with Dan Rather and Eddle Barker in
Dealey Plaza, when wc consider the ques-
tion: Was there a conspiracy? \

ANNOUNCIR. This has been the first ofja
series, a CBS News Inquiry: *“The Warren
Report.” The sccond part will appear tomcr-
row night at this same time.

This broadcast has been produced under °
the supervision and contro! of CBS News. '
SUGGESTION TOR AN OVLRSEAS
“FREEDOM ACADEMY"

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, few ad-
ministrative problems are of greatcr siz-
nificance than tht proper train'ng of
public servants. As government grows in
scope and complexity, a responsible and
cempetent eivil service is essential if
democratic institutions are to survive
and the freedom of the individual citi-
zcen is to be safeguarded.

Deeply concerned with this problem
has been the NATO Parliamentarians
Committee on Education, Cultural Af-
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