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“aTbe, Warren Commisslon did by failed to make clear that|few inches by describing it In
m"‘“‘- l“‘f‘! COmPA3-goclors were speculaling in de-1} hu book a5 “six inches dowa

,.'nun -va: some evidem
,.)vhlch could hve been’ nnde'

of the record, but’ was' Mark Lane,
mq(: ;. X-tays _aod photographs”
‘taken at The autopsy of Pres- meanings ’
"dent Joba F. Keanedy, 1 - drew” fhele o et
<Had" these pholographs been autopsy fisdiogs suspect o .
nroduced as commission exhl- tarnished.
commission may have. The aulopsy report states con-
been bound 1o publish (hem—asclusifely , that Kennedy was:
R did with other. nonsecr;l ,q
nmg. WaT,s e
“the’ bearis!ck atmosphere
albe assassination, tbere
wm those who felt this was
] unnmsary, that the evidence|F:
3] could be placed under Jock and
BiXey foc historiang of the future
gt and that the gworn tesUmony of
autopsy mrgeons would Jow be

':Burm could have eckoned
41thers would be the time of the
ames‘: Who could have unbd-
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and shirt? Neither Lane, '

Criticy: :Distort: Evidence .t v hatlngen
' bout Kennedy"" utops 1k Inchs b, the e ot b
PRTN }jagesits wbo reported the specu-Joollar and 1% Inches to the right, E

Fwgr ot at & the Warren report evidence that

1atlye conversation of patholog-|of the center back seam of the,

; there were fthe ""“collarandl%lnchesloﬂwrl

"' : :onon s Jore: Ty m'mm pathologists who left & corrobor- of the middle of the back of sﬂl:
; I»oll uﬂu:ﬁm o e ating detail of evidence ouf ol!m i
confents .« Ber tbe autopsy report; there wu
K '; pathologist who burned s daft

“That evidence ts compat. :
(brough the president’s bac
: .of the sutopsy in his fireplace; Joches belowpﬂle seck,” Lane k';
lhenvmbarrledm““l says In Bis book.
& Parkland Memorial Hospitall woisherg fowers the hole 8”

thelconar “Not In the

"™ sscribing the president’s fhioat b
wound as an entry wound; <’ Viop o
Tbe eritics—most  wolably 5. Epﬂcln.hllil book, publish-

- slela snd Harold Welsderg— |
The boles ean be seen clear-

" from these (hings te make the '

' of suppoctiog evidence o oot
e’ says. He got them lron’
the National Arghives, _But;

struck by'*two bullels. .00: wenl ther pictures, nol bearly as’

through his? neck:18}
wound" doctors’ 25" he would aod the testimony Is quite
have survived. The second bul precise.

fatal. eyes oUAne. Epstein and Wels-

' \ berg, it might seem that the-
These findings are central tober, | Weh! sect that Thg

the single bullet theory, mnothavehitﬂupres»denﬂnml

theory Is that a ‘bullet wen base of the neck. But put a jack-
through the president’s neckiet and shirl on any grown man

t on {0 wound A iwith reasonably well-develo;
and mestonlo® Go shoulders, measure $% lncg:

bit to the right of the seam,
have him raise hig right arm

that Lee Harvey Osvmd aloneslightly (as the president’s was] -
"~!) ;" and mark the spol with a pencil R
a1point or chalk. Where does J

.touchthebody’ﬂebaseo(ﬁu

v;“ R

The critics have eonstructed ‘Precue Location ¥4 j»‘

coat"andaholelnlheshirt :
f Deuuls lncndenu‘l :’;’q‘""‘w‘ knowing the wholeloicy ' 1 hes below the top of the'

fble with a baollet passiog; i

" i ~‘,10

"g‘grbaalbg m wW |

Edward Jay Ep- § o5 photographs which show .
the garmenis en a hasger. .

ly. “These photographs . . .; ‘

ramatic, are in the evidence, . -

‘id‘"ﬁruckhbskull.llwls‘ Seeing tbeboleslhrouhlhe-

(Indicale page, name of _ .-... .

lu\upo o¢, city and olelo ) ]

.;_ PAGE 1 Py .f"

Editions 371
KAsthors
Edltor:

Trius ASSASSINATION (
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thelr machine of destruction by: of Wounds Desm'bed
and parts of evidence from !he President's wounds Is described
Warrenrepod.SomenchaHnmeaulops reporLButuu
been clever—and soine absurd. 'decision not 10 Introduce the

t_could be more abger abﬁme-ﬂiﬂg X-rayg and &%
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§ {Warren, who was chairman 'ot'

2 " AT WD e VARG, e T

oniributed to loqay’slcrealed by (he * eritics.” None
« Ycontroversy. Who would i fhat the commiss|
known ﬂnYars ago that u§ey4ae;qe¢s(ab!ished. One sugges:
¥ i dtlo

~3tiontwas thal some nongovern
. And who igade the declsion? » jmental body, such as-a group o
{ There art-twe major ver- |university presidenls or 8
sions, both of which writers of Jsoclety, should select " fore
{his report bave gleaned from !pathofogists 1o view and analyze
‘members of the commission jthe evidence. RS
'fﬂaﬂ: T ee, o b |4 Several agreed with the idea
= 1—“The Chief Justice Earl exslxessed by gqe,lom_w‘r

assi
an : : © Y
the commission is a very bu.1! ] (hink they should be open_
mane and sensitive man, Qut’5t to any qualified expert whe
. {deference to the Kennedy faml- wants te see them whetber he
ly, especially to Mrs. Kennedy, Js chosen by 8 college presi-af
. {Caroline and John-John, he’ dent or Mark Lane himsell.”
decided it would be awful if they  While the autopsy X-rays and
" {were Introduced as evidence graphs were ‘pot igtro-
+ land then published. He first de- duced formally, . does "not
- ltermined “Informally that- this mean that they were not seen—
levidence was not absolutely:and that they did not show the
ry because the autopsy|wounds as described in the au-
thologists could testify as to [lopsy
talls,”, said one. ~ the point that the photographs
“9—“There were- members of [were handed undeveloped to the
the staff who out of trial experi- [Secret Service and that they
fell that the X-rays and |were transmitted that way
> were vilal documents in
feeling that recog- Several Men 5.

“inized the value of this evidence £
@ut that the_decision 1o’ ewed Photos = 7 =
lthem’ under. seal came Trom

.Albert Jenner, an assistant
nsel now in Chicago, s2ys he

¢ 'Sen,” Robert F. Kennedy, who
was then (he atlorney general.

1t ‘was Bobby's decision,” seit_!, graphs. Arlen Specter, currently

4 Neither the chief justice mer -
the sepator will comment |
“about this er any ether aspect
“ Fof tbe report. The oaly thing
Sen. Keonedy bas said pub-
Ticly was a stalement he made
fa Poland that he was satisfied
that Oswald was the assassin.
N nandd commisdon have |5X
commission have .
fused to publicly answer the gos wo:lgl)llal. Cmdr. J. Thornlon
critics or defend the report, at BCM;;

Eﬁa, has stated having seen at
R mph.
%n'nsq also were examined
and authenticated last Nov. 1
Dby four men Intimately con-
with the aulopsy:
Cmdr. James J, Humes, gen-

R

i

ohn Ebersole,

Beach, Calif., and Wesley \rave and John T. Stringer Jr.
iebeler of Los Angeles— m:dml pholographer :aty
$aid (hey felt from.the xgauo'::L Naval Medical Center,
. who (ool phologra,

“We 'n(henlicalc:ue seh
Hem,” says Boswell, whe b

Dr. Humes Jooked o ver my

ke and Motk and whil
g color ack and w

In interviews with 11 of the 15] pholographs. Capt. Ebersole

e_are_various views

report. The crilics make

eventually to the care of Robest

w some of the autopsy photo-
district allorney ‘of Philadel-

one purporied color photo-

thologist at Bethesda Nav-
chief gatho!ogist at
Capt.

least two—Joseph A. Ball olipe radiologist who took me,,x‘: it bur. X-ray department on the
"}‘e.

.3

sow lIs private practice. “As;

tlaled each of the x-nz:ﬂ

ed them, and some of the phos:
tographs were taken so that
e president’s face Is visible.”t
The National Archives says
there are 26 color and 25 black
and white pholographs and 14
Yoo, Frith s gl
Lane Claims . 'l,?‘.'..%: .
Pictures Seized. ' -/ .
Mark Lane surrounds the epi-
sode regarding the X-rays and
photographs with language un-
supported by testimony, Hel
says, on Page 60 of the hard-
ver edition of his book: ™
1 “The X-rays and pholographs
were taken from Dr, Humes and
given to the Secret Service; lo-
deed the photographs were
seized before they were devel-
oped. Humes festified that not
even he had seen the photo-
graphs ostensibly taken to as-

Then oa Page 62, be refers
te them agaln, saying . . .
federal police agents con-
nsca‘t‘ed gu erucial photo-
graphs and X-rays . . . ¢

e ey *

umes testified they were
“turned over” to the Secret
Service, but nowhere does he

he objected to releasing them.
Lane need not have been so
evasive or uncertain as to why
the photographs were made—
»gslensibly to assist him (Dr.
Humes) and the other doctors™,
as he puts it. By his construc-
tion, it would seem the photos
were faken to help the doctors
that night of the autopsy.

But Humes s clear about It In
hls testimony on Page 373, Vol.

1 , .
*The X-rays were developed

spot. that evening, because we
bg%t'lo see' those right then as
part of our examination, but the
s}pholographs were made [or the
Jrecord and for other purposes.”
Draft of Autopsy
Report Burned
Lane, Epstein and Weisberg
see somelhing highly suspiclous
in the statement of Humes that
iiifire was an autopsy “dralt I

rsonally burned In the -
ﬁmm_lw_;mme%

8]} the wounds,ai"we descrip- 1-,1: two’ of three references to}

this, Lane drops fthttssadl -
“draft.” On Page 68, it becomes
*his*. admission “that".
stroyed original notes relating
to the aulopsy.” On Page 385,
Lane says: “Destroyed -evi-
1dence Included
nolesprepared and
by Commander
autopsy.

the™: sutospys] EDraft”. - ;;na
' e XLy

sist him and the olher doclors.”Jit.

Somvething, would he raise sus- C:.

say they were demanded or that |port

-‘of a microscopic.examination of. -
-t peck w ! 2

he del .

the original] "
then burne ¢ -
Humes aftet thes
LI 74. ';: )
Epstela says *Humes *“de~ .
stroyed by” bumlog cerfals ~ .
preliminary noles relating to”% ="

“dropped ¥~ o
Epstein then later raises’'s -
question about the original ‘an

lopsy report. % M Y&y
Weisberg wriles: “If the com} i
mission had any questions about
the burning of afty kind of his~
toric papers, especially undes- | -
cribed ‘preliminary draft potes’, =~ °
tbgtranscripldoq.mtmea'l;’_.-; :
No one seems to wonder why -
Humes neéd have- Lold anyons
about it since he did it while he -~
was alone in the privacy of his =
home. If he wanled to conceal -

e

icion
gurned a preliminagy draft be,

by cerlilylng that he
had writtes of the
? .. . " ?

The critics make this drafl -
seem part of the autopsy noles "~
themselves. Those notes are i
identified as part of comm!s-" o
sion’s Exhibit 397. And Iif the -
commission wanted to hide any =~
revisions in the autopsy repoet. >
which it pudlished, why (hes <™.’
would it have published the ao-"
topsy report Humes® hand- - -
writing which shows those revi~ -
sions? » 22 N
Piece of . Evidence; A
Was Left Out 32V757°7
There ~apparently was one -
cooroborating piece of evidence -
:fhitﬁhe was lncxpllcably‘geeﬂ ot :
aulopsy report W
ers learned. That was the result’

ound. 7L W ol 2 {“ -
“We "~ conducled ' mlcroscople’ -
examination of tissue removed -
cooroboratling plece of evidence 7
Wwhich was Inexplicably left out’ =
of the autopsy report, the writs; -
rs learned. That was the result, -
microscopic examination of.

“tissue removed from . the rear’ .
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area and’ found foreign sub.
stances such as’ flber pars
ticles,” says Boswell ¥ } %
.This would further show that

“*Why wasn't this In the autop-
3y report? . ?

Ve W

Loversight. It was nol inten-
tional,” Boswell says. ‘“f
% fywould say that three years
"% } ago we didn't presume that
i‘ it ;:would have been necessary”

er e
%

. I'to” substantiate our findings.”
& -+ F Boswell conlributed to the
¥ <L "controversy regarding just what
% ihe” autopsy ' sketch shows be-
. gause jt was he who had placed
P ;dot- Indicating the entry of a
. bull n inexact spot. It is
= telow the shoulder and
‘2 fight of the spine. A

foiad

-F

4 °< ldot they have stood pat.
K] 'mEq\chlm’u as proof that .
¥ W2 a.shallow back
‘; 'wound, and not 2 neck wound.
% Tand that would mean that the
+ 1 throat wound was an entrance
wound And THAT would -
mean another firing position
and apother assassin. . §
The skelch which Lane, Ep'
steln” and Welsberg refer to is
the" “Aulopsy . Descriptive
Sheel,™ which Is part of Com-
mission Exhibit 397, the writlen

[ S A A

-

* g,
L]

;dent’s body.” (Wrong. They are 1y wroag—wrong in & manner

:|.giagram the entrance wousd, . By tte same logic, sbowlrg
wrongs

. . PO SRR Y T Sudw? msaslimaings AT e Aeiarin
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. pnints out that the sheels

or % . ¢ Inot published in the Warren re-,

v ? ‘tport, which was a summation of
p?sweﬂ has since cleared Upleyidence. But they are in Vol.

this} question. He made -theixvi['Page 45 of the supporling

mar)_u. He admits lhe’dol u_l}o' yolumes. Suppressed? o
recise.< 't #* 34 Iqsmo Mark Lane that errant dot
? -“The dot was Just meant 19’ {is'proof of a below the shoulder
imply where the polnt of en-q “ " = S -
try was,” he explains. “Tbepack’ wound. He constructs a
notes describing the point of {jconclision that the comraission
enlcy are near this mark and ::racognized this but had to evade
give precise measurements Nt bhecause It would upset the

ate «giving the exact location of Hlone assassin conclusion. -

the wound.” - . “A Dack entrance wound
v . P L H =
, Bisa haﬂmark of u‘&cﬂ”c” wa '. ﬁefon hconVcn]enl. N

general scholarship that In zero-
inxn-fin on this sl&!ch none* of- 8nd, though evidenlly corro-
them points out that although borated beyood doubt by the
the dol Is wrong, the descriplion Humes sulopsy dlagram and

is clear: 14 cenlimelers down

from the right mastold process, :e“;ab:kr:tk:n:, hﬁ ::’ ::ah
which Is the bony point behind - s P-
the right ear, and 14 centime. peared,” Lane coafends. But
ters in from the right acro- as the report says, it was
mium, which is the fip of the pever there—except o such
shoulder joint. That point, 00 8 o viiat;ers as Laze.

! *Howcould Be Xadw mhat
mes *apparently - be-l
Heved’? No such stated be.)
{1iet 1s ' be found 1n Humes"s
testimaty, And Laoe Bas a&]
mitled [n 8 published Iuters;
view GQat be wrote Humes.
but reielved se reply. “.;4, ]
Boswel made (he artow. 5 ?{ '
L Wit Joes 18 signllyt, 76555
“The arrov js "to Imply
that this woundn;(eaen: . went
from exlernal to In In 22
upward and Inward slanling
direction,” says Boswell. . ° -
Epslein says there Is other
evidence that a buflet never
went through the ' president's
neck from back lo front. Fory
this conclusion,.he tucns to the
autopsy fleell, © 7 I2 LTy
“The fact that the aulopsy

£

.

hd

Kennedy's size, Is:at 'yo.; ist-
man of Kennedy's I.28t “Weisberg goes further. Insist

the base of the peck. ° “ing that the error admittegS5-

And se the eritics plange ertor
ahead coastructing thelr case. 205 well 1s oo - at all, be

. agalast the Warren reporl‘w_._o_-;igﬂm the commission is that pa

Here's tein, handlin t-this orig-
ripllvfp:heeu:' aaid maredhpmve fhat this orlg

and back diagrams of the presi- wrong but grossly and Inexcusa-

oullines of a human male and ¢hat cap never be expected from
not specifically the president).  gych eminent expeg in both

"theoat wound Is Just below . cine. jts entire report is a mon-
the collar line; oan“the back.-:m fakel” port

I 13" muck ™ farther bfh" the] the erors and
collay Hne. Thaus,

ia March that the eatrance | o provhgg We
wound was above the throat : hig charges.

drafl of the autopsy report. This

PATH 8 (1-63)—and bas the out-
lined anatomical form of the
male body In front and rear
et Guring e sutepeys 18
papers during the au .t
ﬁ;e. Epstein and Weisberg
each are In error In saying thal
the marking on the outli

Is' this based? Humes did ‘pot

wrflln; fa' some Instances,
not my own, and 1t Is either’

PR N YR DY, 5t SRR
b))
-
g

N iy

t is & standard form—NMS R ;
“wound below the fhroat On Byck of Hea

;"mu_
were made by Humes. On hat

g of Lo Boswell o Col.

wound, during the sutopsy } o
markcd‘ the entrance Arrow Drawn™

wousd.™

X . b .
(Wrong. Humes didnt make _ Laoe also saw something else) i =y

’ v " in the sutopsy diagrams. There
g\:nymac::forAmn:d H&T&?ly ‘:’i?h {'e':x‘. amow on the b“;:{tn.of the
descr ; ad, w very plain. Lane

the Mritten iplive delails pees jt Qhis way: .- :

Humes apparently believed a
ullet 0 have exited at the left
of the president’s skull, for

l;

Material Suppressed, %3
Weishergnt #i1% 3 2:500 |

Weisberg refers to this same
neterial a3 "suppressed"THE

don th dipgram.) ‘q.;,;‘ i i ¥ eThe flagrams .-, . show that

en

9%

<

“On fhe front diagram, the pathology and forensic medi- '

satisfactorily fall hrough any’
th at this point.” But Epstein -
aves out Humes' statement. " .

Path Determined
During Autopsy Vi

Ing the Jung cage, and bleeding
near the strap muscles between
bullet passed. The
hole at the back of the neck was
characteristic of *-sa’« entry
wound, The hole at the

give the mortally wounded
nt an alr
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g o Romcivstons eftered by |Feport 18 what might be calied

"t Gave? Welsberg aad| Also, the FBI did nok re ' Srantey wound.? ¥ 23— g
et et by o od], I did bot recelva] Agaln, (hey show bow fhey phektontey woind 1'3%!"'@?'-

1Y

s. gulopsy report until chose to gel what they did—|  Asked abou uﬂ«':::': :

{;whea th}y bave the FBI sum{1963. So the FBI couldn't have, :m_‘-;cmm\c:cz . wound lyt - the he was as.ked an‘-; what replies .

Jimary 1 rt o}g P&.‘!, 1%3, gwen’:__,l_l carglu!,study..gs. ane 1{broat. - IR AR S b’:]he made, Perry testified::"# ﬂ

| to play with. ™ 7 ""1g jsafR Y3 2 o R Lane needs thly fo support]. “Well, there were pumer<; -
Two FBI agents, James' W, '._!E. Wiy K X

Sibert-and Brancls X, O'Nell,F Bl Doesn't #3531y 2r;

. {were In the aulopsv_room. So Change Reports -”-"'-'53’34;’

v
RIS I

s

Al

‘1.2 ¥hot or shots fired from the. ons 1 cannot remember; -
gravsy kooll—the greensward of course,’ Specifically, the

\

‘<. F The FBI sumumary report,! report, Jan. 13, 1964, no chznge

. "ahich was not published in the’ was made because of the FBL
*.|Warren report or its supporting practice and tradition of repocls |- Book Deposilory.~~ ., &

volum es—thereby providing ing what ils agents say. = & ‘Although every® doclor who of bullels, and fhe exact causs

4- lother fodder for the -critics— ;" This Jan. 13 report sald, had_szen the throat wound prior} of death. - 1 <X -2ty

gaid, In s ¥  £*Medical examination of lh&i 10 <1he - Sracheolomy and ox-1":“The first two questiong 1

teased” & contemporaneous:could not snswer, and ﬂm"’” ’

.l

Iy from Oswald's perch on the }'Was actually trylng to get ma
: slxth floor of the Texas Schogl | to speculalo 83 fo fhe direcs}

S

S

| part

B “pMedical examination of the] president’s body revealed that, p i
ldent’s body revealed that| the bullel which entered Bls lopinion had sald that it wag a}to them was that I did

v Tone-of the buliels had entered] back Bad penetraled o & dis- wound of enirance,” Lane says il thers were one ot two bullets,

Yust below his shoulder to the| tance of ‘less than & flager

e ."'.t.‘

A

-
oo

mission chose to dismiss these state about the nature of the

% 7. ¥ight of the spinal columa at an] leagth.™ - 0 .
hXy le, of 4560 degrees down-| As J. Edgar Hoover was.lo as erroneous conclusions stem-]neck wound, whether It wag sa -
%, ward, that there was no point of explain later: - - ¢ . @ {ming from a docloc's observa-|entrance or an exit wound, bot} -
¥ lexit, and that the bullel was not| “The FBI reports record ecal tions to the press. - .. ;- [having examined the president] -
. ?nlhe_body." o teaed b -t lglatements made by asulopsy ilelgoes, . - -7 further—{ could not commenl
, y Dr. Charles J. Carrico. Lana [on other injurles. ™ < :%.

L3 s Iphysicians while the examins- ¥ 2F
S being. conducled. and | doesn'l name him as one of the | Dr. Charles R. Baxter. He

3 Y
29
W -

trance wound at the gOnPazesldhlsbookum
nce w at the throst. Bul

rapdrisd Lhat Dr. James J.
el e n. | Carrico was the first doctor to |wriles: “Dr. Charles R.

. v y |

e s a ot the %‘h“"‘"“" aulopsy gurgeon,
utopsy finding. _ - - . X FTp,1le m‘x‘hﬁﬁg”ﬂf‘u‘f;fu& report dated at 4:20 p.m. on the [would be unusual for @ high
i 'I"‘:'" E«%O:rnrﬂoo\glr houlder and it to the Jday of the assassination, Guevi{yelocity missle’ lo causs #n
would not presume lo summar-, %‘;ﬂm&” } wl‘ﬂ;a wers
7 idical examipation ol g1, 4 1y :xp!a'iryx’ cwi!;l y
3 "b"' president’s m’i'laﬁwl:’:“.u could find'no bufllet or point of
- ;'mw"m” unless the aulopsy report exit,: Unknown to_agents, the
%7 » ad been studied carefully. The physicians eventually were able
- undated aulopsy report m“‘ the path of the bullet
“t- ‘ggg;'“ by the miltary physl- O oot oy hich the crk
£ . felans and published by the COM-}5cs yse to discredi the aulopsy

,.
-,

Ay b
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3
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" t characteristics of
vamall penetcating wound of o [dent’s throat wound.” But Lane

minology can mean elther en- Plie 43, Vol VI, which was &
trance or exit. In his lestimony, Jreply_Baxter made fo &

Carrico furlher sald that *“pot jtion. It says: 'Although it would
having complelely evalualed all [be unusual for a velocity

s

S g

eouruoéwb«&l::,m"m m{n}:s you have A
swith elt_h.evr. enmnei“:‘rp' exit phngp‘omdaun could have

E

reverse Engl
. the FBL. Indeed & faly contra-} gy usual medical ituation,
as the report updated? >*% If a person died during an oper-
In a certificate dated Nov.: :nu‘;:;'s'&g {!femg:::oog(‘d;a‘g . , 2
gi’l"‘ﬁ. ;m:&t g;{t :: m would be defermined by an au- Press Conference "’;,4{‘-; - Dr. Rosald €, Jones.” His
tog the wriltes sulopsy pe- topsy. 1f the sul allributed _,edhn_:.‘:Sgys Perry’ds 1
port, Flumes certies that sl {0cb fo beart fallure, CHUct | prfdtalcoim Perry. He' fbr-

Ywocking papers assoclated such as Lane, Welsberg #nd Ep-1 formed fh8" tracheotomy, 80 be
e D Mical Schoot Au. |siein—Il they are Judged Byfsaw:the” wound before 1t had
topsy Report A83-272 ha their performance—would 88y lhcan touched. In a press confer-
matned ln my- personsl | Sucy®. e tutepss lock ot the l ence In which he had the burden
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