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In my article, “A Look at the Wounds of
Governor Connallyt,” I concluded that the
Warren Commission had erred in finding
that Governor Connally was struck by the
same first bullet or bullets which wounded
President Kennedy. After further study of
the material, some of which was not avail-
able for intensive examination at the time
the above mentioned article was written, it
is possible to reaffirm and buttress this con-
clusion. In addition, in a sequel to this
presentation, it ‘will be possible to offer evi-
dence which suggests a possible answer as
to when Governor Connally was actually
wounded.

Our articles in Liberation? established,
through the study of the Warren Commis-
sion’s own evidence on the shots, trajectories,
and wounds of the assassination, that more
than one gunman was firing at the Presiden-
tial motorcade on November 22, 1963. The
present article further reinforces the conclu-
sion of multiple assassins. Governor Con-
nally’s wounding holds certain vital clues to
the question of how many assassins were
shooting at the Presidential motorcade. The
Commission hastily and wrongly concluded:

.. It is not necessary to any essential
findings of the Commission to determine
just which shot hit Governor Con-
nally . . s

In so concluding the Commission ignored
elementary arithmetic. Once we establish
that a separate shot hit Governor Connally,
a fourth bullet is added, and another gun-
man appears in the assassination picture.
For one must recall that the Commission
was confined by the short time span of the
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assassination shots to the allegation of only |
three bullets, one of which had: “. .. prob-
ably missed the Presidential limousine and
its occupants . ., .” (W-117)  Another bullet .
hit the President in the head. This left but |
one bullet to perform all the other wound- |
ing. Consequently, the Commission con- |
cluded that the first shot to strike the |
President performed the heavy, and double f
duty of first piercing his back and throat, |
then Connally’s chest, fifth rib and right |
wrist, and finally of entering the left femur. r‘
Thus the Commission’s contention that no i
more than three shots were fired. Should
this tight little system of logic, based' on |
three bullets and a weaving hit, collapse, so '
would also the lone assassin theory. Our i,
primary purpose in this article is to demon-|
strate that the double or joint-hit theor  of
the Commission relating to the Connally
wounding is against the overwhelming
weight of the evidence. In a future article
we will also tentatively suggest a point in
time at which an assassin delivered a strike .’

on the Governor. !

s
The Number and Timing of Shots :

The last hit in the President’s head could:
not have also caused all the Governor's |
wounds. Dr. Alfred G. Olivier, a govern-
ment ballistics expert, ruled out the possi-
bility that the wounding of the Governor's .
wrist could have been caused by a fragment|
of a bullet coming from the President’s
head.* The Commission agreed with Dr.
Olivier. (W-586) One is safely able to de-
duce the following: if the wrist wounds-iof .,
Governor Connally were unlikely to have
been produced by bullet fragments deflected
from the President’s head, then it is far
more unlikely that all the Governor’s wounds
could have been inflicted by these fragments.

Dr. Olivier demonstrated that the I;Tt
shot striking the President in the head could
not have caused all of Governor Connally's
wounds. The Commission asserted that one
shot “. . . probably missed the Presidential
limousine and its occupants.” (W-111) Onge
the joint hit is disproved, we have at leapt
one shot hitting the President in the baek,
one shot missing, and a fourth shot and a
second assassin are required to register a
separate hit on the Governor. -

A fourth shot dictates a finding of at leas
two gunmen. |

The proof of a separate missile strike
on the Governor also demolishes the Com-
mission’s single-assassin structure by disrupt-




i
.ing the delicately balanced time elements
of the assassination shots. Once the time
‘considerations . are disturbed by a separate
hit on the Governor, another assassin must
;be placed in the picture. The Commission
.admitted that if the assassin had hit the
+Governor with a separate shot between the
first and last hits on the President:

“. .. the gunman would have been shoot-
ing at very near the minimum allowable
time to have fired the three shots within
4.8 to 5.6 seconds.” (W-117)

Thus a separate strike on the Governor
strains the minimum allowable shot time
irequired for any gunman, no matter how

xpert, to fire three shots from the rifle al-
: ! leged to have performed all the work of the
" assassination. In addition to the problem

of firing this rifie three times in the allow-
ablé time span, there was the difficulty of
. aiming three shots accurately. The Com-
mission was unable to solve the accuracy ob-
stacle when it was combined with the shot
time factor. Using stationary—not moving
.—targets the Commission’s marksmen could
only obtain two hits (W-194), and not the
required three, within the 4.8 to 5.6 seconds
which elapsed between the President's neck
and head hits. (W-117) Hits on two of the
limousine’s occupants, seated one in .front
of the other, would have required a high de-
gree of accuracy of one assassin positioned
in the rear. :

|
.
:

Also confronting the Commission was an-
other barrier. If there was a separate strike
on the Governor, between the first and last
hits on the President, then the shots had to
be locked into evenly divided intervals.
The Commission concluded:

“. . . if the three shots were fired within

a period of 4.8 to 5.6 seconds, the shots

would have been evenly spaced ...’
| (W-198) ’

: - Therefore, approximately equal 2.5 second
periods would have lapsed within the 4.8
to 5.6 second time. The time span of the
assassination is precisely ascertainable from
the Zapruder motion-picture films. For we
know from the FBI studies that 18.3 pic-
tures or frames were taken by the Zapruder
camera during each second of the assassina-
tion. By allowing 1/18.3 second from one

frame to the next, we can measure the time

span of the assassination with a high de-

" gree of precision. (W-97)

. The earwitness evidence falls heavily

.. against the conclusion of evenly spaced

; shots:

“

. . . a substantial majority of the wit-
nesses stated that the shots were not evenly
spaced. Most witnesses recalled that the
second and third shots were bunched to-
gether.” (W-115)

2. The weight of the evidence—~which is much
against even spacing of shots—compels us
towards the conclusion that if there was a
separate hit on the Governor, and in addi-
; tion there was a bunching of two or more
: shots, then the 4.8 to 5.6 second time-box
" is shattered. In such a case, more than three
. bullets are revealed to be at work. Why
%, does any bunching in the allotted time span,
when combined with a separate hit on Con-
nally, destroy the single assassin theory? To
bunch two shots within the 4.8 to 5.6

second time span is to dip within the 2.3
second minimum period required for firing
two shots from the alleged assassination
weapon. The Commission concluded:"“. . .at
least 2.3 seconds were required between
shots.” (W-97) The rifle chosen as the
single source of all the assassination shots,
when worked within the physiological limits
of even the most expert marksmen, re-
quired 2.3 seconds between shots in rapid
fire tests. The rifle was not operated by the
Commission marksmen in faster time.
(W-97)

If a separate hit on Connally is estab-
lished, and the 2.3 second minimum period
required for firing two shots is compressed
into something less by bunching, then, by
inference, a second assassin emerges. This

assassin perforce fires from a gun other tha
the bolt-action Carcano from which th
Commission alleged all the shots of th
assassination emanated.

We leave, for now, the bunching problem
But one should keep in mind the impor
tance of the bullet-bunching evidence. Fur
ther analysis of bunching will be undertaken
in another context, later in this article.

A Law of Motion Is Ignored

Governor  Connally, according to the
Commission, was struck by “. . . the same
bullet which pierced the President’s throat
-+ (W-19) Upon considering the Zapruder
slides, we learn that at frame 225-—the point
at which the President was determined by
the Commission to have been hit—that the
Governor is sitting erect and facing forward
in the Presidential limousine. Connally reg-
isters no evidence of being hit at this point;
the President does.

At frame 221 the Governor comes into the
path of the Zapruder lens. He is facing
northward towards the grassy knoll. At
frame 225—when the President’s first re.
action to his neck wound is recorded—Con-
nally can be seen facing front and westward.
At frame 235 he commences the right turn
which, when completed, faces him fully
northeastward.

To have the Governor turn right with
one lung pierced (XVII HL 17), while
shouting (IV H 147) —to have him turn
against the tremendous force of the bullet
which shattered his right fifth rib, right
wrist, and left femur— (W-19) would be to
have him accomplish the implausible. The
Commission, by concluding that Connally
made such 2 turn after being hit in the
extreme right of his back, did violence to
Newton’s third law of motion.

The law of action and reaction would »e
quire that Governor Connally be immedi
ately thrust forward and leftward by the
impact of a builet fired from behind and
striking him while he sat erect and looking
straight forward. According to the govern-
ment’s version, Governor Connally failed to
register an impact at all at frame 225, He
failed to fall until around frame 300. Con-
nally’s body was maintained in a sitting
position for more. than 75 Zapruder frames
after the Commission alleged he was struck,
or for more than 4 seconds after the missile
allegedly ploughed through him. R

Mrs. John Bowden Connally’s testimony
is not reconcilable with the Commission’s
version: Lo i

“Then very soon thére was'the second

shot that hit John . . :'and as he recoiled

to the right, just crumpled like a wounded
animal to the 'right, ‘be“said; ‘My God,
they are going to kill us all.'* (IVH147)

Mrs. Connally's statement -is; in'all re
spects, contrary to the Commission findings
First, she recalled a separate hit”on'" the
Governor. Second, she did ‘not vecall a4
second lapse between the'striké on ‘the Gov
ernor and his reaction te the hit.-'She de-
scribes the reaction as a "meedil.”” "Thirdly,
although the bullet cnfem%diEMBE"
ernor’s extreme right and Bre&ad B¥er Ich
ward at 27° (IV H 138} iwdike -asked by
the Commission to belee Connatly “‘was
driven by the force of this leftward strike




to his right while he was sitting erect and
i; facing straight ahead. Mrs. Connally's recol-
-+ lection of this shot driving her husband to
+: the right is only compatible with a tangen-
% tial strike while the Governor was in the
:- process of turning. :
Governor Connally's recollection was that
:: he was struck by a separate builet which hit
* him after he had turned right, and after he
“ had commenced turning left. (IV H
* 188-139) There is no doubt in the Gover-
nor’s mind that he was hit by a shot which
was other than the first rifie shot. In describ-
ing his hit he stated:
“. . . the best way I can describe it is to
say that I would say it is as if someone
doubled bhis fist and came up behind you
and just with about a 12-inch blow hit
you right in the back right below the
shoulder blade.
“Senator Cooper. That is when you heard
the first rifle shot? :
“Governor Connally. This was after I
heard the rifle shot.” (IV H 144-145)
. The Commission’s findings had to be
made contrary to the requirements of the
.. physical laws of motion and against the tes-
timony of the Governor and Mrs. Connally.
- Nonetheless, the Commission found that
: the Governor was hit by the same first bul-
let which hit the President.

The Position of a Wrist
Connally’s wrist wound caused the Com-
:, mission obvious problems. It turned out that
the Commission's joint hit theory desig-
nated a period for the “infliction of the
Governor’s wounds when his right wrist, in
order to receive a strike while he was sit-
ting erect, had to be visible to the Zapruder
. camera lens. Unfortunately for the Cdm-
7 mission’s view of the Connally wounding,
: she wrist was invisible at the time the Gov-
_ exnor was supposed to be, receiving his
" wounds.
" .iCommission Exhibit 689 (XVII H 346)
shows what the Commission would have had
¢ to find with respect to the right wrist align-
ment of the Governor if he were hit circa 225
* “while he was sitting erect and facing straight
forward. Commission Exhibit 689 shows him
: im a sitting position, with the under, or
5 volar, aspect of the wrist facing the chest
7 area, and the thumb, or dorsal, aspect of
7 the wrist facing ontward. The bullet is
% shown by the Commission Exhibit to pass
% through the chest of the Governor, enter
the right wrist from the under, or palm,
t side, and exit from the back, or dorsal,
3 ,side. Although this is what the Commission
jhad to conclude for the path of the bullet
ita, be compatible .with a strike from the
back of the. Governor while he was sitting
erect;and facing straight forward, the Com-
% mission, was: confronted with a tremendous
i amount of contrary and convincing evidence
.which did, not, support a volar or palm-side
# :hit. In fact, the wrist was totally invisible in
.the Zapruder frames at the point when the
i President, first registered a hit. Therefore,
. the .Commission was confronted with the
: serious, matter-of having to conclude that a
5 wrist..was-.struck :with a bullet when that
) ist was, not_yisible at the spot it should

Cownteaton Bubsvit Bo. Gy

Hospital, through excellent and meticulous
work, settled for history that the Governor's
right wrist was §guck first from the back,
or dorsal side. Hefirst pointed out that the
bits of thread from the Governor’s suit and
coat were carried inte the dorsal side of the
wrist. (IV H 120) TFhen, Dr. Gregory pro-
ceeded to discuss the compelling X-ray proof
of an entry through the thumb side of the
wrist. He pointed out how X-rays of the
wrist revealed metallic substances—frag-

. re

_chest and next to the exit wound: s

ments left by the misile as it p £
through. The X-ray recordings of the path®
of these metallic.substances told Dr. Gregary
that they were flaked off from 2 missile whigk
coursed through Connally's wrist: “from the
back of the wrist to the palm side.” (IV\H
120) Dr. Gregory p ded the governmej
ballistics expert, Dr. Olivier, that the bal
let’s direction through the wrist was fram
dorsal, or thumb, side to volar, or undg
side. (V H 88) So, the Commission had;to .
reject Exhibit 689 in so far as it bore on
the course of the bullet which caused the
wounds to the Governor's wrist. (W-94f .
In rejecting Commission Exhibit 689, wi
respect to the bullet path through Connal '
ly’s wrist, the Commission was i diatkly
compelled to conclude that Connally v
holding his right wrist under his right nipplg
in a contorted fashion so that the thuegh, -
or dorsal, side of the wrist was confrontipg
his right anterior chest. G
In addition to this problem of contortigm,
the Commission had another problem of the :
wrist which failed—with all the Commis. :
sion’s twisting—to fall into alignment. ‘@ay
pruder frames 221 through 226 (the lattey
frame being the point at which the camexa
clearly records the President’s first definite
reaction to his,initial hit or hits) revealed
to us that Governor Connally's right wrist
was not to be secen at all in front of ju
chest, ¢
In this respect the FBI reenactments, o
frames 222 and 225 are in perfect agreemeny
with our observations of the Zap
frames. (C. E. 894 and 895, XVII H 89-98)
The reenactments show the stand-in for
Governor Connally not having his
wrist anywhere near his right anterior
chest. The agent's right anterior chest is
clearly visible in these exhibits, but his wyist
is not visible. Unless the Governor’s ri
wrist had been visible around his chest ar
at the time of the first strike on the Prési
dent, the Commission was not justified fa
determining that this shot pierced the Pred-”
dent and then Governor Connally at®
about Zapruder 225. Dr. George T. Shive
thought that the Governor's wounds cdk
be better explained on the basis of his befng
in the act of turning when he received Lﬁhg
and not having been in an erect and straipHt
forward sitting position. (VI H 111) Tak
following testimony indicates that Dr. §
felt the Governor’s right arm, to be consis-
tent with the Commission’s joint hit theory,
had to be drawn in front of the Governot's

“Mr. Specter [Arlen Specter, Assistant
Counsel for the Commission]. Assuming
an angle of declination of approximatel
45 degrees. t
“Dr. Shires. This I don't know withbut
drawing it out, but as long as his right
arm is drawn in front of him next..to
the exit wound on the chest, he is g
sitting position, if the angle of declination
was right, then I think he could have. ge-
ceived this facing straight forward.” (VI
H 110) vt
The angle to a rifle in the window of  tive
Book Depository Building at frame 219 ds
approximately 18 degrees, and is 17 degrees
at frame 225. (W-102-103) In view of this,
how did Arlen Specter get a trajectory..of




PHOTOGRAPY THROUGH BIFRLE SCOPE

45 degrees through Governor Connally?
What caused Specter to exaggerate the
angle of the bullet downward? Robert A.
Frazier, FBI firearms expert, established the
angle of the back to the front of the Gov-
ernor’s shirt at “approximately 30 degrees.”
(V H 72) There is no evidence whatever to
support a 45 degree downward course
through Connally.

It would have been most convenient for
the Commission’s view to have a trajectory
distorted deeply and steeply downward. In
the event of a 45 degree steeply-downward
trajectory, the wrist would not have had to
show above the side panel of the automo-
bile. If the 45 degree trajectory were fact,
and not fancy, the wrist’s invisibility to the
Zapruder camera lens would not doom the
Commission’s joint-hit theory.

No wonder, therefore, that Specter was
reluctant to give up on the unwarranted and
unproved 45 degree trajectory:

“Specter . . . if you assumed a trajectory

FRAME 225
with an angle of decline approximately
45 degrees?

“Dr. Gregory. 1 believe that the three Y
wounds could have occurred from a single
missile under the.se specifications.”  (IV
H 127)

As prerequisite to accepting the Commis-
sion’s version of the injury to the right wrist
of the Governor, we are confronted with the ™~
need to embrace the following doubtful
propositions:  First, the Governor's right
wrist was up under his right nipple at about
frame 225, when in fact, the Zapruder films
show it was not there. Second, the Gover-
nor, for some inexplicable reason—not hav-
ing any memory of having done so, and not
having been reported to have done so by
any eyewitness, and not having been re-
corded by the motion pictures as having
done so-—contorted his wrist immediately
prior to having been struck by a missile so
that the thumb, or dorsal, side faced his
upper anterior él'xal. Thm:l. u:.her the tra-

“eeptioieimmiod oty bavivbs

jectory through Connally was 45 degrees—
although the Commission has told us that
this was the same bullet which without hav-
ing struck bone, supposedly traversed the
President in a 17 or 18 degree angle of de-
clination (W-88) —or, if the trajectory was
not 45 degrees, the bullet pnerced an in-
visible right wrist.

From the problem of a twisted-invisible
wrist we will turn our attention to another
key aspect of the Commission’s joint-hit con-
cept, the ballistics consideration.

A Bullet’s Overweight Problem

Here we will deal specifically with the
ballistics problems of Commission Exhibit
399. (XVLL H 49) The Commission desig-
nated 399 for the bullet which inflicted the
back and neck wounds of the President and
the back, chest, wrist and leg wounds of
the Governor. The Commission flatly as-
serted:

“All the evidence indicated that the bul-

let could have caused all his (Connally's)

wounds.” (W-95)
A review of “all the evidence” indicates how
sorely mistaken was this sweeping assess-
ment.

FBI firearms expert Robert A. Frazier ex-
pressed what could at best be described as
cautious, non-committal skepticism on the
question of one bullet passing through the
President and the Governor between frames
207 and 225:

. I myself don’t have any technical evi-
dence which would permit me to say one
way or the other, in other words, which
would support it as far as my rendering an i’
opinion as an expert” (V H 172) )

Mr. Frazier studied the question and con- © 7
cluded that he did not have “any technical i % -
evidence” indicating a double hit by 399, -
Mr. Frazier made another fascinating state-
ment which remains unexplained:

“I have not made a very thorough study
of the Zapruder film ...” (V H 169)

Considering the importance of the Zapruder
film and the competence and high caliber
of Mr. Frazier's work, we query the cause
for his not choosing to undertake an in-
tensive study of the material havmg du'ect
bearing on his area of expcrtue.
Commander Jamq
thesda Naval Hosp:
testimony which pi
e Commission’s
based on no evideng
point. He 1nd1cated tﬂat
showed metallic nﬁ Gt
jCommander Humq confmn;egl the
theory simply and. emp)

sthiasiey

2T v)qxiu-
“I can’t conceive

this missile.” (Ilzﬁ 1]&« :
Lt. Col. Pierre A. m mggw

shared Dr. Humes’
whether 399 could; haggue
wrist wounds: fhse
“No; for the M bt
many fragments Wm
(II H 38) R e e |
These statements of Drs. Hume$ and Fimck
areicate y dgnimt) the:dowlile - his .con
dimxvﬂ(‘m:
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! Dr. Robert Roeder Shaw of Parkland
Hospital was equally definite in his convic-

tion that 399 did not cause the Governor’s

wrist wounds:
“, . . the examination of the wrist both
by X-ray and at the time of surgery
showed some fragments of metal that
make it difficult to believe that the same
missile could have caused these two
wounds. There seems to be more than
three grains of metal missing as far as
the—I mean in the wrist.” (IV H 113)

Let us also consider the weight of 399 and
its relationship to the metal which it is
/ supposed to have deposited while allegedly
: passing through the President and the Gov-
! ernor. Bullet 399 weighed 158.6 grains.
' © (W-95) Frazier tested a number of bullets

- similar to 399 for purposes of determining
;. the weight of an intact bullet. He said:

“They were all in the vicinity of 161
grains. One weighed 160.85, 161.5, 161.1
grains.” (III H 430)

If a weight combination of the metal ex-
tracted from Connally, that remaining in
his body, the residual metal in the Presi-
dent’s clothing, back, and neck, exceeds 2.9
grains, it would be impossible to accept ex-
hibit 399 as the only missile inflicting the
wounds. For the difference between the
weight of 399 (158.6 grains) and the heavi-
est test bullet reported by Frazier (I161.5
grains) is 2.9 grains. The Commission’s con-
clusion of a double hit would be reduced to
quantitative absurdity.

Mr. Frazier stated that a fragment of metal
removed from Connally’s arm, C.E. 842,
weighed .5 grains. (XVII H 841) Dr. Shaw
estimated the number of grains missing in
the wrist as more than three. (IV H 113)

. An estimate by Dr. Shires of the fragments
remaining in the Governor's left femur was
.10 grains. (VI H 106) Dr. Gregory spoke
of the X-ray findings of the Governor's right

 wrist. He stated that the X-rays reveal

" seven or eight fragments, and “. . . experi-

. ence has taught that when these things are
dismantled directly under direct vision that

. there very obviously may be more than that.”
(IV H 120)

Exhibit 399 was det.emuned by the Com-

: mxssmn o have leed the coat of the Pres-

’vla‘lre compelled—in the

‘comm Of’th%overnmem s weaving-bullet

53k that any copper traces
ﬂﬁvc had to result from

399' 4 mkge”nl nt Frazier described

Presidene “Kéniiédy's coat: “Traces of cop-

‘wére found #rodfid the margins of the

e in the-back'i", foreign to the coat it-

self™ (V" H'89) " $ince the Commission had

only ‘2.9 grains “td’ spare, even this small
residue of copper represented a weighty
problem- for the- mmlacmg -bullet concept.

Mr. Frazier was hot even able to say
whetlier Commission - Exhibit 399 had suf-
fered any weight loss at all. When the ques-
tion was put-t6 him concerning how much
weight loss 399 had suffered, he said: “There
. «did mot .mecessarily ‘have to be any weight
Toss %o :thie bulieat@I H 430)

Commzndcr Humes, Lt. Col. Finck, and

.Sm hadk: ﬂo dvubt v.hat 399 dld not
emphatically  advised tbq Cammxmom ac-

CoxyissioNy kEx
o ¥ ) It 679




cordingly. The Commission, without having
any evidence to contravert these experts and
their emphatic opinion that 399 did not
cause Governor Connally’s wounds, found,
against all the evidence, that 399 had ac-
complished 2 joint hit which included the
infliction of all the Governor’s wounds.

"We will now demonstrate how the Com-

. il mission through the legerdemain of calling

no evidence, or contrary evidence, all the
evidence manages to surmount the insur-
mountable problems of the 399 theory.

A Bullet’s Miraculous Resiliency

J“All the evidence,” the Commission con-
tended, supports its weaving-bullet theory.
(W-95) Actually, ail the evidence which the
government could muster in support of the
idea that 399 did inflict the wounds on the
Governor was meager indeed. Dr. Alfred
| G. Otivier, the government ballistics expert
ssaxd with reference to whether 399 was re-
spomnble for causing the Governors wrist
: wound: “Yes I believe it was.” (V H 90)
Pr.Frederick W. Light, Jr., also a govern-
ment ballistics expert, evidently had little
confidence in the tests of his colleague, Dr.
Olivier. For on the basis of Dr. Olivier’s
'{ reconstruction tests and anatomical findings
he ‘could conclude nothing:

“I would say I don’t feel justified in draw-

ing a conclusion one way or the other on
- that basis alone.” (V H 97)
" Dr. Olivier's “reconstructions” are not
wonhy of serious consideration. No court
i i our Jand would have allowed them to be
i offered as evidence. He, in an effort to du-
plicate the Connally wounds: “fired . . . at
comparable flesh and bone protected by
material similar to the clothing worn by the
"Governor.”
useless. They fail to reconstruct the con-
ditions alleged to have occurred in the 399
theory as a continuing series of events. At
no point did the government experts at-
4 tempt to pass one bullet through “flesh and
L bope” representing both the President and
‘the Governor. At no time are we given any
' indication of what each of the bullets looked
like after making their way through the
test material. The test bullets all should
bzve been Commission exhibits. But only
one bullet, C. E. 854 (XVII H 849), was
; shown. This bullet was more flattened and
more irregular than C. E. 399. One is left
to imagine the state of damage in which the
other bullets were after passing through the
simulated flesh and bone structure compar-
able to that of the Governor alone. How
much more damaged would these bullets
be if they were passed through material
roughly equivalent of both the President
{ and the Governor!
It is difficult to believe that Dr. Olivier
' and the Commission staff knew no better
} reconstruction techniques. They may have
| known too well the improbability of dupli-
| cating the Commission's 399 theory with an
| accurate reconstruction. We now request of
the government that Lhey produce the other
)  test: bullets for examination at the National
‘iArchxves so that they can be compared with
§ 399

No wonder Dr. Light refused to draw any
conclusions concerning 399 from the ‘“re-
I constructions” alone. He based his assump-

i

(W-95) Dr. Olivier's tests are |

tion that both men were hit by 399 on

“their positions in the automobile.” (V H
97) That this was Dr. Light's mistake is
dramatically indicated by the Zapruder films
and the wrist problems. No alignment of
the President and the Governor accom-
plished in a reconstruction or diagram is
to be found anywhere in the Warren Re-
port or the hearing notes and exhibits. Dr.
Light was clasping an invisible wrist in
order to support the government 399 con-
cept by the “positions in the automobile.”

Dr. Arthur J. Dzieman, another govern-
ment employee, supported the Commission
with a statement on the joint hit: “I am
saying that the probability is high that
was so, . . .7 (V H 92) But Dr. Dzieman
made a shocking statement when asked

o

whether e had “an opportunity to observe
certain . . . Zapruder films.” His reply: “No;
I did not see those.” (V H 92) Well, since

there were no reconstructions of the Presi- -

dent and the Governor being struck with a
joint hit, and no explanatory joint hit dia-
grams shown anywhere in the record, and
since Dr. Dzieman failed to view the Za-
pruder films, one is left to wonder on what
undisclosed evidence he based his statement
in support of the joint hit hypothesis.

All the Evidence?
None of the three doctors attached to the
government who agreed with the double-hit
theory mentioned viewing the Zapruder

films, nor did they mention the position of °

Connally'’s right wrist during the supposed
joint hit. None dwelt on the number and
weight of the fragments remaining in the
Governor which were too many and too
heavy to have flaked off from 399. None
mentioned the problem of the irregularity
of the missile which pierced the Governor,
nor the regularity of 399. They noted not]\
ing of the evidence provided by the Con-
nally X-rays which cast light on the path
of the bullet. None dared employ emphatic
language, and not having examined, or
having ignored, the crucial evidence, they
were wise to avoid employing assertive
language. And so they mustered up: “Yes,
I believe it was. That is my feeling.” (VH
90); “. .. I would say I don't feel justified
in drawing a conclusion one way or the
other on that basis alone.” (V H 97); "I
am saying that the probability is high that
it was so.” (V H 92)

This halting language is the sum total of
support that the Commission had for its

399 theory. On the basis of this the Commis- 2
sion asserted:

“All the evidence indicated that the bul-|
let found on the Governor's stretcherk
could have caused all his wounds.” (W
95)
No twisting of logic and evidence will sup-?
port this unwarranted assessment of th
record. 1f “all the evidence” supported the;
899 theory, then what shall we call all the
following material which the Commission;
marshaled and ignored? Let history render:
an objective judgment on whether the fol
lowing does not constitute “evidence”—co
clusive evidence—that 399 did not accom
plish a double hit on the President and th
Gaovernor.

Consider briefly the material already e
plored which contradicts the 399 theor
Dr. Shaw of Parkland ruled out 399 as th
cause of all the damage in the Governor by’

reing flatly that more than three grains:
of metal were deposited in the Governor
wrist. Dr. Shaw's observations were made;
first hand from X-ray examination and
surgery. Dr. Gregory dwelt extensively on
the fragments which the X-rays tell us were
spewn through the Governor. FBI Agent
Frazier spoke of the metallic deposits on the
President’s coat. Yet the overwhelming
weight of the evidence indicating more than
2.9 grains of additional bullet weight did
not deter the Commission from its ultimate
conclusion. It ignored all the evidence that
md1cat.ed that the 399 bullet could not kave
accomplished the tremendous amount of
issue destruction and fragment shedding—
id still look and weigh like 399.

‘In contrast to the halting support of:
rs. Olivier, Light and Dzierman, compare ! [ :
the solidly committed language of the op- .-
posing experts who, after having considered
the relevant evidence, flatly and emphatical-
ly rejected the 399 theory.

Commander James J. Humes said about
399’s possible involvement in the ConnaIly

wounding: . iy ar

“I think that extremcly umlikely.
jX-rays taken . . . described metallic. frag-
ments in the bon'e. I can't conceive -of
where they came fpom; this; paisilasy (11
H 376) ~
Lt. Col. Pierre A. Finek! itk 71172
“No; for the reasqr thay.there. are.too
many fragments describbdiinithat wrise,”
a1 H 38) i m,‘.., e bt

9 ‘Dr. Gregory treatﬂ‘lm_m the” ’?.'

;.wg
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t of the Governo‘&‘,w}ﬂt‘kg 12 ‘.&41“}

the irregular shape
struck Connally’s wrist, g:l:arlyd dutmgulshes
( it from the regular shaped 8499 o4 beso 1din
“Dr. Gregory. The wotmd'bf ‘entrance is
characteristic in my vi fg‘f':}'n }{reg\rxlar
missile in this case, an |§|lc
which has tipped chﬁ Tegu
lar by the nature of its€lf . .. T mean one
that has been dxstmr.d..‘h is in somé way

angular, it has edge; or: sharp: e(ges

3F:

or something of thisi -dt is nok
r pointed in, £, a
ed or pointed in, the, faspion, of ap, or

dmary missile. . ooty ;h ta,

; Dr Gregory also stated: it wbsa os
. I would bcheva r.hz: the mmle in
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the examination of the wrist both by the
X-ray and at the time of surgery showed
some fragments of metal that make it dif-
ficult to believe that the same missile
could have caused these two wounds.
There seems to be more than three grains
of metal missing as far as the—I mean in
the wrist.” (IV H 113)

“I feel that there would be some diffi-
culty in explaining all of the wounds as
being inflicted by bullet Exhibit 399 with-
£ . out causing more in the way of loss of
. substance to the bullet or deformation \
Z:7  of the buller.” (IV H 114)

“From the pictures, from the conversation
with Governor Connally and Mrs. Con-
nally, it seems that the first bullet hit the
President in the shoulder . . . but this was
the bullet that Governor Connally feels
b hit him; and in the sequence of films I
+, think it is hard to say that the first bullet
! hit both of these men almost simultane-
ously.” ((IV H 114)

Dr. Shires only discussed possibilities. He
supported as possible other theories which
were contrary to the 399 idea:

“Mr. Specter. Do you think it is possible
that Governor Connally could have been
struck by two bullets, one entering his
back and emerging from his chest and the
second going into his wrist?

“Dr. Shires. I'm sure it is possible . . .
(VI H 110) \

On the basis of the above testimony, Drs.
Gregory, Shaw and Shires are cited by the
Commission for endorsing the 399 theory.

" “In their testimony, the three doctors who
attended Governor Connally at Parkland
. Hospital expressed independently their opin-
> " jon that a single bullet,” to wit, 399, had
" caused all of Connally's wounds. (W-95) No
" critic of the- Warren Report could expect to/
get away with such patently incorrect cita-
tions, nor in the interest of fairness should he.
In light of the above testimony, how could
the Commission have fairly concluded “all
the evidence” supported the idea that 399
had-stuck Governor Connally and caused
- alf his wounds? ' ©u /
o b s» b U"J»
MANIFESTQ: RECORDS AND REPRINTS
© C0iAmY mmbireakable 1-hour record of M. S.
Armoai’s ‘#A MANIFESTO OF BELIEF IN
MAN—A speech on Vietnam and America”
ig,agqil-b]g at $3.00, postpaid. We suggest
you ‘abtain this record and play it to your
‘friends o publicly, whenever an opportunity
arisés. ‘We also suggest that you use it for
'iifﬁ.'f"‘W'u'"wm; send - it anywhere with a

»

gift card in your mame.

i Ses:Page 30 for arder form.

12150 ‘available ‘are REPRINT booklets
conts ‘the “MANIFESTO” speech. Use
order !orn’ on Page 29.

¥ T,

full text: is now available in casy to mail
bookles. . See order form on Page 29.

* 1965 BOUND AND INDEXED VOLUMES

of this publication sre available at $12.50. -
See order form' ‘ot Page 29.
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From the very day of the Kennedy assas-
sination Americans have been conditioned
to believe in an utterly unbelievable version
of it. All of history’s accumulated experi-
ence in political assassinations was made
tabu for purposes of understanding what
had happened on November 22, 1968. The
most obvious questions that suggested them-
selves were treated as so illegitimate that no
respectable person would pose them. Then
came the Warren Report, which purported to
explain everything. Its main power of per-
suasion was the bulkiness of the evidence;
few would actually study the twenty-six thick
tomes of the Hearings, and most would rely
on the Commission’s own summaries in the
one-volume Report.

But time has passed. Some inquisitive
people have had an opportunity to peruse
each and every page of the Hearings. Among
those who have done this there are some
who found that the Warren Commission was
quite inaccurate in its summations of testi-
mony and evidence. The twenty-six volumes
of the “Hearings Before the President’s Com-
mission on the Assassination of President
Kennedy"” are slowly. emerging as. something
entirely different from what they were at

first presented to be. Instead of offering un-
equivocal support for the “Report of the
President’s Commission on the Assassination
of President John F. Kennedy,” they are
emerging as a pool of evidence against that
Report. A whole new field of literature is
slowly evolving which argues against the
official version of the Kennedy assassination
principally on the basis of evidence collected
and released by the Warren Commission,
Harold Feldman’s article, “Fifty-one Wit-
nesses: The Grassy Knoll,” in our March,
1965 issue was a part of that emerging liter-
ature. “The Impossible Tasks of One As-
sassination Bullet” by Vincent J. Salandria,
in this issue, is another significant contri-
bution. A sequel, “The Separate Connally
Shot,” also by Mr. Salandria, will appear
in our forthcoming April issue.

The renewed interest in the Kennedy As-
sassination is due not only to the passing of
time required for the study of the official
record. It is due even more to political cir-
cumstances. As the discrepancy between the
Johnson Administration and its predecessor
becomes ever more obvious and extreme,
people cannot help but wonder—even if
most dare not verbalize their apprehension
—whether the life of a President was not
deemed by unidentified people as an accept-
able price for bringing about these significant
political changes. Already the extent of
America’s military involvement in Southeast
Asia exceeds anything imaginable under the
Kennedy Administration. A systematic build-
up of U.S. forces and a carefully phased
domestic propaganda effort have seen the
American involvement in the region grow
from a mere interest in Formosa and the
Chinese offshore islands to open talk of war
against China.

Has John F. Kennedy been removed to
make these changes possible?

Increasing numbers of people ask this
question. There is an ever wider spreading
premonition that the enigma of America’s
present bellicosity is wrapped in the mystery

?.4 Kennedy's assassination. .

We will cohﬁnuc;,,,t(r_”.mm:ib}l;tg.,xrd_\%ardi
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"“Some people are skeptical about current,.of-

fieial explanations of momentous events. Some-
times they probe into forbidden areas. Lacking
positive proof for their more-than-guesses, they
may express themselves by inferences. Some-
times these inferences are almost too awful to
contemplate.

The war in Vietnam is a case in point. It was
preceded by several curious events, very ques-
tionable and still buried in confusion. Eventu-
ally, a possible relationship between these events
will be sorted out: i

?1. As President Eisenhower was leaving :the
présidency he surprisingly warned of the mili-
taty-industrial complex. e
’9. President Kennedy rejected the CIA blie-
PHNt, involving direct U.S. military participa-
tion, for the Bay of Pigs invasion. A fiasco and
an embarrassment followed. o
+8. President Kennedy dismissed the head jof
thé) CIA. He took steps to bring it under his
control, and also to make the military moretre--
sponsive to the presidency. v
4. President Kennedy worked for peaceful ‘éo-
existence with the USSR, against strong oppo-
sition. it
B Again withstanding considerable presst’ﬁ:e,
President Kennedy refused to directly involve
US. forces in Vietnam, foreseeing an unendh}g
quagmire of escalation.

*8. President Kennedy was assassinated, Fhe
arren Report “localized” the assassination,
while the rest of the world looked on amazed
and incredulous. w
I‘, The Tonkin Bay incident took place with
only radar detection. Nevertheless it cau_égd
Congress to give President Johnson a blank check
oni‘ military action in Vietnam. g
,8. Military escalation followed smoothly until
now we have 2 full-scale Korean-size war which
C?ﬁgres& has not specifically authorized. ’)’
Qutlandish as the inferences appear, they are
not more so than the assassination of Presideng
Kennedy. Since man’s beginning murder has
been, and still is, the ultimate weapon., et
- Glastonbury, Conn. ' * * F.°GURNEY

Readers’'Letters
FTHE UNSPEAKABLE QUESTION

I feel it is proper to inform you that the “un-
speakable question" concerning possible conspir-
‘ators in the assassination of President Kennedy,
a question which you raised on pPp- 7-8 of the
December 1965 Minority of One, is not quite as
. unspeakable in other countries as it is in the
United States. In West Germany, where 1 was
- stationed with the U.S. Army at the time of the
 assassination, many Germans with whom I was
friendly openly discussed with me the possibility
“of Lyndon Johnson’s role in the matter. These
persons to whom I refer were pro-American,
non-radical in their thinking, and therefore, if
"the question occurred to them, I am certain
it has occurred to many others throughout the
. world. At present it seems unthinkable to me
that we shall ever know the true answer, and
therefore this must remain a matter of mere un-
provable speculation. However, I think you did
a,great service by raising the hypothesis in )'(?PI'
MAgALDE. 1o o t5

» New York, NV " Mionaze H. AckAnpre



" Time to Find Out 'Whether Ugr

Both the Senate and the House Appropriations Committees
have subcommittees which pass on the CIA. The existence of
these subcommittees is always cited whenever someone prox
poses that a special joint committee be established to super:
vise CIA operations. 'The members of the Senate subcommit-
tee, so we were told after a curious delay possibly for cleagy
ance higher-up, are Senators Hayden, Russell, Saltonstall and
Young of North Dakota. The membership of the House sub-
committee, so Chief Cletk Kenneth Sprankle informed us, is
a secret. We suggest that members of the House and Senate
who have campaigned over the years for some Congressigpal
check on CIA activities, ask their respective subcommittees to
inuestigate and report on the communique issued by the Cuban

government March 5 alleging that the CIA put up $100,000
in a plot to assassinate Fidel Castro. The U.S. Embassy offi-
cial in Madrid alleged to have handed over the money and

could not at least stage secret hearings and report pﬁBlidy to
the CongRss. If the CIA does riot engage in assassination, it
should itself welcome such investigation, '

-, The Cuban government in the past_has proven better in-
formed than the American public on CIA activities aimed to
overthrowA it. We believe the charges should be taken seri- °

L)usly. To let them pass without a demand in Congress=fos
investigation is to encourage the CIA in the “dirty tricks” o
which it boasts. There are many in Africa who blame ouﬂ
government for the murder of Lumumba and many in South-
east Asia who believe we encouraged the murder of Diem.
If nothing more, a demand that the subcommittees investigat
would put them as well as the CIA on the spot, dramatize th
weak supervision they give CIA and strengthen the case for
Epeciql supervisory committee. The question is not whethe
he US. likes-Fidel Castra but whethen.we, arg 50 far gone i

lawlessness that we would - secretly finance his murder_© 4

two alleged Cuban ¢

is no reason why ei

mployes of the CIA were named. Ttere
ther or both of the CIA subcommittees




