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afternoon of November 22,

would seem to be one of the
simpler problems the Warren

Commission had to solve. The
~ shots were fireg in the pres.
ence of thousands of Witnesses,
including many who were fa-

miliar with the sounds of rifie .

fire. ‘Three spent cartridge
,Cases, a nearly whole bullet
and several fragments of buj-
lets were found after the as-
-sassination. Surely, one wouid
think, the Commission . had
enough physical evidence and
had located a sufficient num-
ber of witnesses to determine
beyond any doubt how many
shots were fired. :
But this is not the case. In-
stead of a comprehensive and
- convincing answer to this cru-
cial question, we are given con-
tradictory Statements, evasjons
and dubious conclusions,
The Commission tells us that
“the weight of evidence indj-
-cates  that there were three
shots fired” at the President’s
car in the assassination. Jt
bases this finding largely on
two bits of evidence: The testi:
mony of a number of witnesses
that they heard. three shots,
and the discovely of 4three
spent cartridges in the room
at the southeast corner of the
sixth floor of the book deposi-
tory. . .

Open To Question

How solid is this evidence?

- Not very solid, as the Commis- .

&ion is forced to admit, at least
in regard to the testimony of
the witnesscs. :

“The consensus among the
witnesses at the scene was
that ghree shots were fired,”
says ‘the Commission. “How-.
-ever, some heard only two
shots, while others testified
that they heard four and pere
haps as many as five or six
~shots.”

So the determination of the

number of shots heard by the
witnesses 18 open. to guestion.

.o But the Lammiscinm. e e

C
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Al casual glance, this -

of the three empty cartridge
-cases,

“The most convincing evi.
dence relating 1o the number
of shots was Provided by the

presence on the sixth floor of

three spent cartridges which
were demonstrated 1o have
been fired by the same rifle
that fired the bullets which
caused the wounds,” the Com-

mission says, adding that “the ]

Preponderance of evidence, in
particular the three spent car-
tridges, Jed the Commission 1o
conclude that there were three

* shots fired.”

Not Conclusive

This might be persuasive
proof if only Oswajd was fir-

- ing at Mr. Kennedy. It pales if

at Jeast one other person was

shooting at the President from -

another, location, jn which
case the three gpent cartridges
could hardly be considered con-
clusive evidence of the number
of shots fired, Indeed, even ‘jf
Oswald alone was firing at the
President, the spent cartridges
would not tell us for certain
how many shots he fired; it is
possible that Oswald ejected an
empty cartridge from his rifle

fore doing any shooting, in
which case the three cartridges

would account for only two
' ts. :

“But the Commission weaves
s fabric to j15 own specifica.
tions. It insists that Oswald

and no one else fired at the -
+ President. Then, since this con.
- clusion can only remain plausi.

ble if a maximum of three
shots were fired, it accepts the

consensus of its witnesses and

the discovery of. three spent
cariridges as proof that only

three shots were fired.-

A serious problem arises,

however, At Jeast two separate
shots hit Mr. Kennedy. Of that

there is no doubt, One hit him

either in the back,: as* the Com.
mission asserts; or in the front -
‘eck, as others sueeest... .

- three shots. But an

i - 1R~

completely. This too Is gener.
ally conceded ang is substan.
tiated by a Wwitness, James T.
Tague, who was watching the
motorcade from a spol near the
Triple Underpass  when “the
shooting Started and was
struck on the cheek by an ob-
‘Ject—cither a bullet fragment
or a piecr of pavement thrown
inlo the air by an impacting
bullet. Tague reported his in-
Jury to a deputy sheriff, who -
examined the Place  where .
Tague had been standing and |

" found a mark on & curb that -

appeared to have been caused -
by a bullet, * - :

That accounts for at Jeast o>
untidy
loose end remains. Gov. John
Connally was also wounded,

you remember. . .

"Thit would seem to make a

‘total of at least fouy shots, thus

.
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shots, after all, automatically
mean at least two assassins,
and more than onc. assassin

means & conspiracy, which the °

. Commission has rejected as a
* possibility.

Bullet Course

The Commission solves this
problem in an.imaginative and
skillful way. It tells us that

" one of the bullets must have -

struck President -Kennedy in
the back, gone through his
neck, come out the front, hit
Gov. Connally in the back,

* gone through his chest, break-

ing & rib on the way, come out
Just below his right nipple,
glammed through his .right

© wrist, breaking another bone
there, and lodged in his Jeft
thigh. -

Such a eoincidence might

. have occurred. It is possible for
a bullet 1o follow the course
assigned to this' one by the
Warren Commission given the

T e —— aa
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* proper alignment and an ade-
quate velocity. But doubt

creeps into the Commission’s
explanation almost at once:

John Connally, his wife and & -~

host of other witnesses ali in-

sist that Connally 'was hit bya

. separate bullet.

Governor Connally's testi-
mony about what happened

during the shooting was dev- '

astating - to the Commission’s
theory of a single shot wound-
ing both the Governor and the
President. Connally, you will

remember, was riding in the -

jump seat right in front of
President Kennedy when the
shooting began. :

Hit by Second Shot

Connally said he heard one ‘
shot, then was hit’ by a shot
that he did not hear, ‘then -

heard another shot, and he
expressed the belief that all
the shots were fired within
about 10 or 12 seconds.

When Arien Specter, a Com-’ .
mission lawyer, asked Con- -

nally which shot hit him, the
tall, handsome Texan answered
without hesitation: *“The sec-
ond one.” .

Not one cyewitness ever vol-
unicered the opinion to the
Warren Commission that Con-
nally was struck by the same
bullet that hit Mr. Kennedy.
‘The Commission reached this
conclusion, in spite of a wealth
of evidence against it, in spite

+of Connally’s own account of
what happened. )
. If the Commission had ac-
cepted the implications of its
evidence and had concluded
that Connally was wounded by~
a separate bullet, that would..
have been the end of the neat .
picture of the assassination as
the work of one deranged man
acting alone. As we have seen,
if Connally was hit by a sepa-
rate bullet, four or more bul-
“ lets were fired, and if at least .
four bullets were fired, more
than one man was firing. - -
Crsnemstemull
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TAs eonilsinz as the Warren
-Commission’s description of
Connally’s wounds may be, it |
is no more confusing than;
‘the Commission description of;
President Kennedy’s wounds.
», According to the Commis-
+ :8ion, you will recall, President
- -Kennedy was shot once in the
- -back and once in the back of
the head. The first bullet, the
~ Commission says, struck Pres.
ident Kennedy at a point
‘about 5% inches below the tip;
‘of the right mastoid process—|
«rwhich is_the bone behind the
v-ear—and about the same dis-
tance from the tip of the right
4 shoulder joint. This bullet, the
- Commission says, cut through
the President's body and exited.
‘at a point on the neck where
-Mr. Kennedy's tie knot was
located, or just below the
*./Adam’s apple. The second bul-
*Jet that hit the President
" yentered his head from the
right rear, the Commission
found, and exited from the
right front,

' Two Examinations :

Two groups of doctors ex.
amined the President after he
!was shot. One group was at
:Parkland Hospital, in Dallas,
* :where the President was taken
“;right after the shooting and
-‘where he was pronounced
.idead. ‘The second group of
doctors examined his body at

iBethesda, where the autopsy;

‘was performed. .
{1 During the autopsy, X-rays
-jand photographs were made

.of the President’s body and its’

wounds. ‘These vital medical
.Arecords were turned over- to
the Secret Service -by the
{Bethesda doctors and have
. never been shown to the pub.
* lic. Not even the members ot
! the Warren Commission hive
;jseen these invaluable recorfis,
Instead of studying thése

* ,photographs and X-rays, the
“1jCommission relied heavily on
. two sources of information to
determine the location of the

| President’s wounds: The test!-
imony of the doctors.who per-
; formed the autopsy, and some
- vough though informative

{ drawings made by a medical

. {Dustritor who had not seen
l,the photographs or X-rays
selther, but who drew the

sketches at the direction of
« ons af the Rathasda Anstare

k No Autopsy Notes -
No original note¥~anthe
- autopsy ssurvive. In an act
. Teminiscent of Capt. J. W..
- FritZ's destruction of his notes
; on Oswald's interrogation, they.
:, were burned by the doctor who
; made them.
4-."Dr. James J. Humes ad-
! gnitted that he destroyed the
-‘Botes in a sworn statement on

1 Fov. 24, two days after the' -

utopsy was completed. I,
James J. Humes, certify that
; I have destroyed by burning
* certain preliminary draft notes
relating to Naval Medical
. School Autopsy Report A63-
+ 272 and have officially trans..
« mitted all other papers related
yto this report to higher au.
thority."”

Why did Dr. Humes destroy
these preliminary but poten-
' tially revealing  notes? No
.reason is given. Nor is any
. Teason given for the Commis-
. sion’s apparent lack of interest
: In the X-rays and photographs
; of Mr. Kennedy’s body, which
would have provided incon.
“trovertible proof of “the Joca-
tion of the President’s wounds.
:  Without the X-rays and pho-
‘tographs, we can- never be
certain of thé precise Jocation
of the wounds. And without
.bping certain of their ‘exact
'lration, we cannot be sure
wiiether the picture of the
assassination painted by the
Commission is even possible,
let alone probable.

Wound Drawings

The only tangible graphic
rendering of the location of
the wounds is found in the
drawings made by the medical
llustrator. What do they
show?

One drawing depicts two
fulllength figures standing

‘side by side, one seen from the

- B 4 .V
back, the other irom the front.
Marked on these figures are
4the locations of the bullet
wounds fn

4 remarkable situation: The
bullet wound shown on the
|back of the figure is lower
:than the wound shown on the
‘front. The two figures are
exactly the same gize and were
drawn In accurate proportion
if not in precise scale. Yet the
‘wound on the back is lower
than the one on the front,
Strange Course
If the drawing is correct, the
bullet that presumably entered:
ithe  President's back on a
-dowx_:wnrd course turned jn.
_explicably and exited in an
jupward -direction. To compli-
‘cate matters even more, this:
same bullet, according to thej
arren.  Commission, then!

changed direction again and
raced through Connally’s body
on a downward course,

In addition to the full-length
drawings, the Commission was!
Provided with drawings of the’
president’s head and shoulders|
in side and rear views. These
drawings show the back
far differently than the full-
length sketches. On the small
drawings, the wound in the
President’s back has moved
considerably higher, toward
the nape of his neck, and the
track in the side view is clearjy
downward. H

One of these exhibits i3 gb.!
viously wrong, Only the X-rays|
and photographg can esublishl
;v"hlch. But we cannot gee the! -

*78ys and photogra; find-
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Nature of Wounas
~Vital tp a determinalion af

whether:

the shots fired at
Mr. K

edy came from the
sitory, as the Com-
mission dsserts they did, is not.
only the Jocation but also the
nature of the wounds, :

amined MMr. Kennedy at Park.
‘Jand Hospital were convinced'
that the wound in the front of
his neck was an entry wound.
:For one thing, they neglected
‘|to examine the President close-i
ly enough to discover the
wound in his back at all. For
another the neck wound was
small, round and free of jagged
edges. 1t looked to the doctors
and nurses attending the Presi.
dent like an entry wound. '

thought it was, it must have’
come from a gun aimed at the

‘rather than from the book de.
pository to his rear.

. An Exit Wound

But the Warren Commission
says that the autopsy performed '
jat Bethesda established that
this neck wound was an exit
wound. The autopsy, the Com-
mission says, showed that the
small wound in the President's'
back was the bullet’s point of
entry, and that 3t cut through
Mr, Kennedy's lower neck and
exited at about the point;
where the knot of his tie lay.

Unfortunately, the doctors
who / performed the autopsy
on President Kennedy at
Bethesda could not make an
empirical judgment about the
jheck wound  because they

‘perate efforts to save the Pres.
ident’s life earlier that day,
the doctors at Parkland Hospi-
ital had mutilated the wound
:In the President's neck. They
had cut it open and enlarged
Mt in order to insert a trache-
|otomy tube that was intended
|to help the President breathe.
: “In the earlier stages of the
autopsy,” the Commission re-
veals, “the surgeons were un-
.able to find a path into any
large muscle in the back of
the neck. At that time they‘
did not know that there had'
been a bullet hole in the front
of the President’s neck when
hée arrived at Parkland Hospl.
tal because the tracheotomy
incision had completely elimi
nated that evidence.”
Incision Hid Wound

Initially, the doctors who ex- .

;. X the wound was what they! -

President from ahead of him,| -

‘hever saw it. During the des. -

Oply after talking to one .

> -

after the autopsy had been clothes Mr, Kenncdy was wear-
completed at 11 p.m., Nov. 22— ing when he was shot.

did the Bethesda doctors learn)

| FBI agent Robert A. Frazier,
told the Commission about two,
little holes in President Ken-
nedy’s shirt and jacket which
cry oul against the Commis-
sion’s version of the assassi-
nation. .

I found on the back of the
shirt 2 hole, 5% inches below
the top of the collar, and as
you look at the back of the
shirt 1% inch to the right of
the midline of the shirt . .
Frazier said. He added that he
found a ‘similar hole in the
President’s jacket 53 inches
below the top of the collar and
1% inches to the right of the
mid-seam. The slight differ-
ence in the positioning of the
X . |{two holes, Frazier explained,
Without Dr. Humes’ prelim. could be accounted for “by a
Inary notes, we have no way|portion of the collar sticking
of knowing hoWw confused the up above the coat about a
pathologists werc about this| half inch.”
back wound, operating as they Try a little experiment your.
were under completely false|suit Got a Jacket and measure
premises. ) 5% inches from the top of the

The waters grow even mud-|collar along the mid-seam in

that the tracheotomy Incision
had obliterated a bullet wound.

Since the doctors performing
the autopsy did not know for
quite a while that President
Kennedy had suffered any neck
wound at all, they would in.
evitably have had to conclude
that the back wound was
caused by a bullet entering
rather than exiting his body.
As far as these doctors knew,
there was no point of exit for
this bullet. Dne wonders to
what extent this initial deci.
sion, based on erroneous in-
formalion, colored the ultimate
findings of the pathologists,

Holes in Clothing

to the right. That 'sﬁt‘is'_ﬁre-
cisely where Frazier said Ken-
nedy was shot. Now try to
figure out how a buliet enter.
ing at that point could travel
downward and exit from e

Adam’s apple. As you will dis-
cover, it is an impossibility.

No Description

spot just below the President’s!

Not only does the Commis-
sion deprive us of the concly.'
sive evidence about the wounds;
that exists in the photographs
and X-rays made during the,
autopsy, but by a peculinr'
omission it deprives us of a,
description of the wounds that
might have shed important
light on them. :

timony to the Commission, she
told how the shoofing started,
and how she heard a voice cry,
“Get to the hospital,” and how
President Kennedy fell into
her lap mortally wounded.

At this point in her testl-
mony, & hracketed statement
appears. It says: “Reference
to wounds deleted.” - .

.dler when one looks at the|the back. Now move 1% inches
o . e
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We are given no exvlanation

In Jacqueline Kennedy's tes-|
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- ,&cription would be too much

et

-

for this censorship of testimony| possibility that The Comrpis- Commission decides that Gov-

by the Commission. Presum-
ably the Commission was con-

of the American people. De- sion's own version of what the|that we h

ave gotten some-

scribing the wounds was not|President’s wounds were like.|thing less than the full .story

‘oo much for Mrs. Kennedy,
but apparently the Commis.
sion decided reading her de-

By deleting this testimony, the|of Presiden

was intentionally hiding some-
thing. -
A Challenge

As we have seen, the evi-
dence to support the Commis.
sion's thesis that Gov. Con-
nally was hit by the same
bullel that hit President Ken-
nedy is seriously challenged by
evidence suggesting that Con.
nally was hit by a separate
bullel. ' In addition, - there re-
main many questions about
whether Mr. Kennedy’s back
and neck wounds originated in
preciscly the way the Commis

ifor the American people to
}bear. : ’

) Misplaced Concern

. The Warren Commission's
‘concern is misplaced. We do
‘not need the Commission's
solicitousness for our sensi-
bilities. That was not the Com-
mission’s function. Its pur.
pose was to provide us with
the truth. We counted on fhe
Warren Commission to provide
us with the most complete ree-
ord of the assassination that
we could hope to obtain. Alongi.. 1 .
with other omissions and cva.|> o 53Ys they did. :
sions, the deletion of Mrs. Xen-| The Commission’s inconcly. !
nedy’'s description of her hus- sive evidence about the num-;
band's injuries suggests that{her of shots that were fired,!
we did not get what we had a|the doubts that linger about
right to expect. the direction of the shots, the

Even more nlarmlng is thelflimsy basis on which the

t -Kennedy's assas.

Commission leaves itself vul-|sination from the Warren
nerable to the charge that it{Commission, D —




