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. paowiSicwson is e profezsaz of law
at USC, Richard 3Mosk is @ Los An~"
geles attorney. Both were atlorngyson -~ " Ced
the staff of the Warren Commission. * " 0.0 1",
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~_For evample, critics have claimad
that one of the doclors who worked
1o save the President’s life said the: -
wound on the President's throat was

an entry wound, which if true would

Taers zrave always those Who De-

. edalone. .

lieved there was a conspiracy to as-
sassinate President Kennedy, and
many of these persons brushed aside
_the report of the Warren Commis-
sion, which found no evidence to sup-*
port the conspiracy theory and con-
cluded that Lee Harvey Oswald act-
Recently, talkdor plotsdlo assassin-
ale foreign leaders, and investiga-
tiots Smea=what _role, if-any, the
%mer_ican CIA may have had in ench
plots. has revived speculation over
the Kennedy assassination.  *
- The - conspiracy theory persists
partly because some persons find it
difficult to believe that such a

. momentous act could be done so ca-

pricicusly, and by such an insignifi-

- cant, hapless man as Lee Harvey Os-

walde o - = [

" Few persons not familiar with the
Warren Report realizc the large
number of chance occurrences under-
lying the assassination. It is very un-
likely that Oswald would ever have

- killed Kennedy had the President not

gone to Dallas when he did and
passed the building in which Oswaid
was working. At the time Oswald

route Id go right by the building
in whichy he worked, or that there

would bela presidential parade at all -

In the foreseeable futyre in Dallas.-* -
The night before the assassination,
Oswald hitched a ride with a friend

"out to a suburb to see his wife, Mari-

et e

. Be bez to come back apd

iive wil pinpBe tffered 1o TEn
&

f RS Yart

took his job. there was no way of
knowing {hat the presidential parade .

them the next day. She refused. The

- next morning Oswald left his wed-. .
ding ring and almost all his money, . °
on the dresser, and departed with the

same friend for work, with the rifle
.dismantled and concealed in a pack-

age. Kennedy might be alive today °-
hadMocinarelented. | ..

- " Hesatens concerning Glisoiid-
ties in the late 1950s and the 1960s
have created added doubls, because
the ClArassisted the commission in its

investigation. However, the CIA was

only one such outside source of assis-

tance. and it was not the most impor-

tant one. (The most important was

| the FBL) Morcover, the commission -

double-checked and cross-checked ail

significant information among a va-

ricly of sources—governmental
" private. ’

The principal reason for the criti- o
cisms and conspiracy theories, -. .

however, is the breadth of the War-

ren Report The published materials -

comprise 27 volumes. The Nalior_xal
Archives contain additional material,
which has for the most part

made public. Critics of the report. by
seleclive and inaccurate citations,

materia] against the commission.

- " The commission took teslimony S

g et

from over 500 people. Thousands
‘more were inlerviewed or gave affi-
davits. The FBI alone conducted ap-
proximately 25.000 interviews. As is
true with even the simplest accident
case, some people's reaclions, memo-
. ries, observations-and aclions were
imperfec. s —

p— — A
apartment_in Dallas for the-two—of = prove that there was a second gun--

man since Oswald was behind the"
President. e e et .__. M
What these-critics fail to disclose is -
that the doctor, at a raucous news
conference right after the President
died. said that it was possible that a
bullet had entered the throat. He la-
ter testified that at the time he made
the remark, he had not seen the
lwounds on the back of the President.
Although the throat wund could not
!thereafter be definitely analyzed, be--
cause of a tracheotomy which this’
doctor, among others, had performed,
other doctors laler said the wound
prohably.was an exit woars=—2  __

- The Washington Post
Washington Star-News . "~
Daily News (New York)

The New York Times

. The Wall Street Journal

The National Observer

The Los Angeles Time:m .
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have turned this vast amount of L
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The commisgan, on the basisolthis
gnE—Odwr=expert testimony. fiber
E,nalysis of the dothes, the location of

ullets and othér evidence concluded
.that the hole in the throal was an
‘exit wound, which would demon- x

strate that the bullet came from the

gear where Oswald was located-

Quite apart from eyewitnesses. the -

eviderice supporting Oswald's. guilt is
overwhelming. Ballistics evidence de-
monstrated that Oswald's rifle was

the murder weapon; Oswald's prints

were on the rifie; handwriting analy-
sis of order forms and pictures of Os-

wald with the rifle demonstrated that . .

the rifle was his; the rifle was found
in the building where Oswald worked

'and where Oswald was scen shortly _‘

before the shooting: his prints were
Yocated in the part of the room where
:the rific and spent cariridges were
*found and from which witncgses sauss
the r==prolruding at the time of the

assassination; X rays., photographs -

and the aulopsy show (hat the bullet
came from the area where Oswald
was located; after the shooling, Os-
wald promptly left the premises and

- -resisted apprehension by killing a po-
,liceman. Finaliy, he lied about a -
number of facts during his inlerroga-

~tion. -

Thus, the claims that the rifle was

inaccurate, that the shot was diffi-
cult, that Oswald was a poor shot and
-that stress analysis tests of Oswald’s
_ woice aliegedly show him to have

"2 been telling the truth when he de- .
* 'pied his guilt are all unpersuasive in -7

light of so mwuch uncontroverted
evidence. These claims, even in isola-
tion, are mislcading: Oswald was a

former Marine and hunter. He prac-_ ~
ticed with the rific when he wasa ¢

~vilian. Tests showed that his rifle
“was sufficiently accurate. The shot
was not particularly difficult. It was
‘from a stable, prepared position at a
“target moving 11 mph. almost
" straight away at a range of 177 1o
:266 feet. The rifie had a telescopic

sight. The{voice stress analysis has - -
. general acceplance 352
reliable liejdetector test. :

not achiev

‘Most crigcal commentaries focus on
suggestions that there had to be at

Jeast two gupmen. i,
Jrﬁr% oldest cldims is that Os-

wald-could not have fired three shots
in the time he had and have two of

them hit the President. The commis-

sion utilized the film of the event by
Abraham Zapruder to delermine that

theisterval between the t5:s-3ils

was between 4.5 and 5.6 seconds (the . |

exact time is not determinable since

- "the first shot hit the President while

a road sign was between him and
Zapruder's camera). :

e have said that 48 10 56 s6c”

onds is too short a time for three

- shots to be fired and two of them to

hit. But the time interval is between -

two shots—the two that hit—not.
three. The commission found the
evidence inconclusive as to whether,
of the three shots fired, it was the
first, #econd or third that missed.
Since the time interval is that be-

fiween the two shols which hit, Os- SR
wald had all the time he needed to i

fire the first shot. A period of 4.8 to
5.6 seconds is ample tinte for aiming
and firing one shot—the second one
that hit. Co
The evidence concerning the
wounds conclusively dispels the idea
of shots from the front, another part
of the conspiracy theory. The
wounds both sianted downward from
Kennedy's back. This is clear beyond
doubt from the autopsy and from the
photographs and X rays of the body.
The photographs and X rays are still
not open to public view, because of
Jacqueline Kennedy Onassis' wishes,
but 10 doubt the evidence of the
wounds is to Jabel as liars the doctors
who examined the body. the pictures
and $k2 ¥ rays for the ecrmSTOn.
¢ inw3rd pointing of the =ssd=of

< back of Kennedy's clothing and - B

the outward pointing of the threads

in the front of his clothing demon-""": -
strate that the bullet which first hit, .

The asSQSSINGHION s .

< - . :
him entered from the rear and exited
from the front. Since the car was ina -
tow underpass, a bullet from any di-
rection would ~have to have been
poing downyard. and woulg hzea i
thetraraTicr Jeaving Kennedy. Al .

the ot damage 10 the ¢ca snn dn :

Iront of Keunedy, which is consistent . - -+ -
with a bullet entering from the rear. >

A great deal of publicity has been ¢ °
given recently to the claim-that Ken- *
nedy must have been hit from the ©.- - !
front because the Zapruder film :
shows his head jerking back. . ¥

In fact, the head jerks back not ™
when the bullet hits it but slightly la- * -
ter. Actually, at the time of the hit,”- ..
the President’s head-appears to move *
slightly forward and the sprayed %... . °
flesh also moves forward. The jork,
therefore, cannot have been a . ;
momentum reaction. It must have ™ :
been a neural or muscular reaction
causcd by either bullet or by a reac-
tion to some other stimulus. - © :.- <

Many critices have pointed to 2a°~ ;

rough sketch of the Jocatign of the” L

neewound and 1o the Jocation of. . .

the bullet hole in the President's shirt -

aniSCil ackel as proving TTal -
rear wound was Jower on the Pres-.
ident's body than the wound in front. -

« From this it follows, supposedly, that :
some other gunman must have been |
firing in a downward direction from= = '
the front. Coee e ;

But the best evidencc, of the
wound's location are the autopsy rec-

" ords and-the photos and X-rays of -
the body itself. These unambiguously
show the rear wounds higher than
the. wound at the front. The rough .
sketch ‘was just that: rough. The

" holes in the shirt and jacket seem to

. indicate a Jow wound on the body ::7--
" only bocause the clothing, when pho- - 7"

tographed, was laid flat and because,

presumably, when the President was

sitling in the car his clothing was

slightly bunched up his back. _ . ’
T ave criticized {htsingle-

bulict theory.” which is the commis-

sion's conclusion that the first bullet’

passed through the President and -

also _hit, and eventually came 10 a

stop in, Gov. Connally. Why anyone-

should think it unlikely that a rifle

bullet should go through one man

and hit another, when the men were

sitting close together, escapes us. .

Of course, it was difficult for the
commission to reconstruct exactly

what the path through both men i

was, but a reconstruction proved pos- ‘

sible, and the conclusion that it wasa i

single bullet’ which hit both men

makes, by far, the most sense in the

context of all the other eviséncer N0

el was_left inside 1the President;

e s o cma el




- .‘l'l';e vgijr.(‘.

% the President's wqungl
shows that the bullet Lhucmrade™it
. was hardly slowed down and so must
have becn stopped by something else,
but there was no appreciable damage
10 the car in front of the President;
the films show Connally to have been
hit-al or near the same Lim¢ as the
B L e
President: the nature 0% Carnolly'y
wounds show that he, too, was hit
from the rear. :

The fact that the recovered bullet

that apparently went through both -

Kennedy and Connally was not .- -
greatly distorted itself actually sup- -

ports the single-bullet theory. In or--

der that a bullet, be recovered with- - .

out being greatly distorted, it must
be brought to a slow and gentle stop.
By going through two men, and by
tumboling end over end through flesh
and muscle and by glancing off, rath-
er than penetrating, large bones, the
. bullet was brought to a slow and
gentle stop and so was able o
emerge in a relatively unscathed con-
dition. . . -

, % v, THE photographs mpposc'—ai:s}:ov;

ing_ekadnyy oullines of gunmen ia
the bushes or trees actually show
this only to sumeone with a wild ima-
gination. What they really show are
only shadows such as can be seen on
almost any photograph taken from a
dis*ance of trees or shrubbery.

There has been speculation recent- f o

1y that various people masqueraded

before the -assassination as Oswald

_ and, thus, there must have been a
‘conspiracy.

Just as thousands of people claim to

have scen Patly Hearst in various - -

laces at the same time, m&ry“pcople
&ming Oswald. The Oswald
“jdennincalions” were even more
doubtful because many of them alle-

" gedly took place months and years

before the assassination. If there was

a conspiracy, what possible purpose
would have been served by sending
fake "Ogjvalds™ around the country?
The.
Iaboul_ ried CIA or FBI connec-
tions with, or coverup of, the assas-

nt surge in speculation

‘sination is not a result of any newly -

discovered link between those agens
.cies and the assassination. It is a re-

. sult of the revelations of alieged un~

savory practices in other malters by
{hese agencies. :

Jn October, 1963, the CIA's Mexizan,

depia riment. senl 2 message and a

tional security. . :
We do not believe that a reopening .
of. the inquiry, in the sense of estab-, '~
lishing a new commission tocarry on. = -
jls own investigation or to hear ar-- .~

| photograph to the FEI saying f='af-

eGe—Smat-me man in the photograph
was thought to be Lee Harvey Os-
wald. The photograph was not of Os-
wald, but it was not until shortly af-

" ter the assassination that this fact -

was established. These events have
Jed to the speculation that either the -

man in the photograph was a CIA : . Y
agent masquerading as Oswald o

that Oswaid was a CIA agent.

This happened because the CIA had . '

séveral secret sources of information

- operating in Mexico and, as is fre- .
quently the case in this kind of work,
. the central headquarlers had difficule <~
ty in putting: the bits of information ’
from the different-sources together -~

properly. @ne source reported that a

man calling himself Oswald had visit-
ed the Soviet Embassy in Mexico - - . -
City. Another source obtained a pho- .~ - .. . -

tograph of a man who probably visit-

- ¢d the same embassy about the same

time. No source was able to get a

pholograph of Oswald in Mexico City, -

and no source was able Lo obtain the
name of the man in the pholograph

who visited the Embassy. Someone in -

the (IA-wko was responsile far pute
ting bits_.of information together
g\és‘s'e'aﬁnistzken!y it tesscdoout,
that the two men were the same.

‘With all of this confusion, the time o
has come for everything on the as- .~

sassination in the National Archives
to be ‘made available to the public,”
unless its disclosure can be shown 10
be definitely detrimental to l_hE_ na-

gument from -private investigators,

would serve any useful purpose. -
The legitimate interest of~sthe ‘_: '

American people in knowing as sure- -
ly as possible that they have found

.out the whole truth can be served. -

we think, by the creation of special.
limited new investigations if “anc

when a necd for one of them arises.. ~ . .

Currently, for example, the news me.*
dia has reported that the White
House commission on the CIA ig in-
vestigating the allegation that. the
CIA may not have fully disclosed ali
relevant information to the Warren_
Commission in an effort to cover up
T OWT Invdivement Wil 3 assas-

. Fipation 34empt on CastroSuc'h ¢
. 3sSue should be inmugane&—ﬁzra% ‘
pasectizivis, S s

=y &

... Dallos, Nov. 22,2963




