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JLS tHow the U'SI pd:lesdn, vxen fne bottom ups how Lt worka out W 219
44 mes have mlevence in contirued withholdings, ince in 226

Coeh's Lo and 685, coplea actachod, are F3LIQ $R 0.-128000-298 snd 2935 (1be a0Pe
The first 18 of lowar level, the second went ta Hoovers

D1 the Phees tho 731 repords the sdaglo=-bwllet shecry, in {rect, by making no
wertion of thi nieced shote It attribute. the ahsence Qf mention of the Mmod shot;
to the Conmiassion prior to this time whereas it oruginated with both »BI md 3ecret :

I locates the alleged antry point of the resd, nou~tatal anot as "high ia ﬁhﬁ‘zi.sht-‘
ghoulder es, pepotrating the toreg (vy emph) near the beow of the unckesonst tbu&ug A
iho throat ¥all." (This sttributel to dootors present at meoking.) £ BN

n paze 2 Shoy weport tmﬁmamdtom&apuder'ummmmmmm.
-hdeh iz why they dddn'g, which is why Shencyfelt had to eay 1% wade no d.i.uorumof that
with the camorg the we-ensciment was & ¢lird off. "‘I_‘

in tho aldendus thoy aitempt to imolnte themeselves from eny Mctﬂmt by M
is olagsdo FELt thiy have thedr substitute that they con control, ke moplups, and :
wonddes they have no responsitility. Thay actually coueluded that o vo-emtsutmerci o
*without merit™ if it uses 2'a canme:an, 8%Ce “

Qnt}wmndromdyoa"’ 11 ses thal vheu Hezen weote m‘ameimﬂ.

Hmer'som.romtuenspauingt caws | T

hpmmzmmmmdwmwamtmmmmmwmo P
1% “aterodsestn tho rear of tho nock relon,” vhdch tioy apyear to have wandsd Hadr %6
beliave,

T don't Jnow what Hizsow oy bavo sedd but 1'_ eertain that what they attrdbute to hm
e forverd tos SNembillot thoory, that he is oer‘;ain frow the uadampged mrad:ltion ik
also onterec Ugnnally's body (end pe 2, pare 1) 43 opsosdito hda and the other nadd.oaL
testimony before the Comsdseion, which was pedor to this  datoe

MENGHREY fers they have Lo v:licving a seperet  ahot hit the Coomally wilaty
as tha Cimt wcord d.os, alse after he testified berore the lomuiesion. {on 3/13 aod
memo is of 4/15) Unless completely inaccurate with Commission holding the session thore
is no uway of explaining thda comtradiction awaye.

dor 1. thoro any wonder that the record was withheld for se long and att aceted no
artontion in W maas of recowdn. '

T v Tisve this bas ralevanco in explaining the aboence of ‘ests we know lad Yo have
pemm mede sad roported om und pochape also thoe ddsapye: » of the speeiro piats, -migh
would have made only more problomse

In any ovent, LpE itecif thie fadicates at least rour ahots because it iguores the
a0 thet mipged and stAll has three hitting = @ month aftor the autopsy testimenye
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P heliow. thav alam were controllfne Hoovers
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ol dow She vUL wdoleads, Tree. the botion ups how 1t vorks out M2 /19
and may have relovance in contisued wi tonoldiags, inc. in 226

dach'a 654 and L35, coplea u tachel, are FBLiy IR 6.-109060~2 2903 and 29%7
‘e fd0s% io of lowar lovel, the second want to Hoover,

Lu the Lirst the FBI reports the single=bullet theory, in effect, by maing no \
wontion 0. the missed shot. It attribute. the absenco of mention of the missed shot / \
Yo the Comnlssion prioy to this time whereas it oruginated with both 51 and Jeoret Seivice, §

Lt locatos the alleged entry point of the read, non-fatel shot as “high in the rdght

shouldsr srea, pepotrating the torgo (my emph) near the base of the nockesenot tearing
the throat vall." (This attributed to doctors present at meoting, )

On pege 2 they report they were asked to use Zapruder's camera in the re-enactmont,
«hich is why they didn'g, which is why Shaneyfelt hed to eay it mads no difference that
with the camera the re-enactment was a third off.

In the addendunm they attempt to isplate thomgclves frow any re-enactment by what
is classde ¥BI3 they have their substitute that they can control, like nockups, and
besides thay have no responaibility, They actually concluded that o re-enactment ig
“without merit" if it uses 4's cansra, ctCe

On the second record you'll see that when Rosen wrote Belmont he turmed much arownd,
deoTir's only comment is on apelling!

Top page 2 he atiributed to Héges not a shot in the torso but the "theory" that
2t " rtarada,.dn the rear of the nock refgion,” which t.oy appear to have wanted Hoover to
belicve, /

I don't Juow what Hunos may have said but I' ocortain that what they attribute to him
to forward the single~bullet theory, that he is certain from the undamaged condition it ) Y
also entered Connally's body (end Pe 29 pare 1) 1s opposite his and the other medical §
testimony before the Commission, which was prior to this date.

HAVERREY Here they have Hiumes believing a sevarat: shot hit the Connally wrist, p
as the first rocord does, also aftor he testified before the Commdssion. (On 3/13 and

remo is of 4/13) Unless conpletely inaccurat: with Commission ho! ding the session there ‘\

i3 no way of explaining this contradiction ai0Y e §
dor i . there any wonder that the record was withheld for so long and att ucted no

ationtion in the mess of records.
i bolizve this has relevance in explaining the absonce of tosts we now lind o have g\

oeen made @l roported an wd pirhaps also the dlsaproarance of sh. suectro niate, which ;

would hive made only more problons, %‘3
In any ovont, byx itsclf this in cates at lea:t lour shots because it ignores the

one that missed and 9till has three hitiing - a month aftor the autopsy testinony,

1 Lelicv: they also wen: control. .dn: Hoovel,



