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That there {mwere so many conspiracies and .hat (x'wald was not

guilty will seem strange to many who for Jecades have been bludgeoned
by a.l the mzjor media which undertook to bhe publicty agent for the
untenable nroduct of that Ketzenbach conspiracy, the official cam -
mission Lof those "unimpeachable" eminences%nd the steady drumbeat
from the executive agencies but the fact is that while those words

were not used im it both were proven in the very first bépok, 1965's
¥ 3

wWhitewash:The Report on the Warren Report.

vh( ?éé)
Oswaldl's innoncence was proven with Olcturggﬁiﬁffﬁé second of

the Whitewash series,but like the first and those that followed, they
were entirely ignored by the rajor media, which by then had its own
face the hide because of its unques stioning endorsement of that
untenable Report and its monolithic refusal o‘gﬁéquestion any ot
the official mythology and- its steadfas éé;eport any of the
proven criticism of the Report that were published. 211@%4/%9&:
For one illustration tha#is in point, those Pictures that to
reasonable minds proven Oswald q;ld not have bes ¢ﬁ2ﬁ assassin.
(Since then I have obtained additionaal pié%%?gg\and theu follow
below. Howsver, these pigtures are far from all that dhe governm T

W
had and kept secret whieh sroved Oswald could not have been *he

FB/
assassin. Those other, non-photographic proofs were in #lrecords
: I
that were suppressed and kept secret unsil lzwsuits and the fear
of ﬂwlawsuits under FOIA freed them from that improper suporession.
W(which was still another of tHe innumerable conspiracies.)
ey ’:‘ . —_—
‘hat there had bee a medical conspiracy was apparent in t .z hat

{1465
very [ #mlrSu book./ 41 ional proof of it were in 1975ﬁ's Post

tflortem. In 1995's hEVER.d??X AGAIN! tne subtitle "qalbed these

)
questions. Post Mortem actually raised the cuestion of Oswsa ld(s
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The government, which is the usual source of charges of conspiracy,
charges 1t usually takes tp court, was not about to charge itself

with its crimes in the suprosd JiIK assassination case.



Zou

W ssaian

and the subtitle of NEVER AGAIN! is "The Governmen . Conspiracies-
o “ g ,47-
In gthe JFK Assassination “‘Mﬂtf%;ji/lffzfggz -

2] T y, Lo S
Or, Aguilar's essay "converged" qﬁéfiia rather lafte, 0'#ﬂ¢”1ﬂéiﬁ”“zj'

It is obvious, fo return to one of the earliest »nroofs of a
conspiracy t«at was very, very wrong, was vrobably a criminal act,
ﬂumes d estruction of evidénce in a nmurder case. Because he had to
have had orders to do that, wétness the fact #Btthat after he
testified to it nothing happened to hiﬁqéigpt that he was
given a promotion;:the public admissions of thet varticular con-
spiracy can be saig zjnhave begun Zkeag not later than then.

M P
A fewexcerptsiiron Post Mortem meke this and nore clear.
/

The first i & what I wrote after an interview with Boswell was
published in the Baltimore Sun,;in November, 1956. Richard H. Levine
was the reporter who interviewed him aftes speaking tTo me:

pages 37-8 here.
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"a11 marks and scars wWere noted,"

ctor
Less politely:

" {n the autopsy report, even

iging-di-p-l-ih--i-i-----i-I-i-h-llllilihi-niiuui-ihil!!!!lihimits
e
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point of the tracheotomy in-
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findings would be
d" the draft.
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§o such notes ers or have been there, nor
he Cowmission's record.) "He said
ocol as thsy wers

knowledge and it 1s untrue.
are they printed where required in t
the things that were burned were copiss of the prot
revised."

Aside from the conflict with Humes on the time - and if Humes
swore falsely, Boswell wes also under oath and supportecd 1it, raising
azain the question of perjury - this language accounts for a minimum of
one more burned copy of the sutopsy, et leest ons draft more than, uadsr
oath, the doctors acknowledzed were msda.

Boswell slso indicated pepers had been prepared that no longesr
exist. It is proper snd normel, as I have pointed out from the begzin-
ning, to orient wounds from inflexible points so thet the location is
preciss. Only variables - the shoulder joint and the mestoid - are re-
farred to in the autopsy report, That was rewpritten after Osweld was
murdered, after it was known there would be no cross-cxemination. In
Leviae's languaze, Dr. Boswell said "that he thousht hs had used & verte-
bras as a third reference point, but that this did not sppear in the
autopsy report or in the sketch."

This is part of the story thet delizhted the papers, that caus=ad

them to vie with each other in joyous hosannahs pecause there had been
error in the autopsy when a Przsident w&s murdered; thst made the papers
ughout thse land - the President's autopsy wes

proclaim tha zood news thro
right because it was wronz - better than Gilbert and Sulliven - and 8ll

is right with the government and the world! HNever have the zreat and
powerful been soO uninhibitedly exultent in praise of error.
nly made the wWarren Report risnt.

Nobody wondered - or asked why - it took Boswell three years to
admit his "error", especially because it was months after the autopsy
that he and Humes testified under oath. Nobody - not Levine, the AP, the
Times or any other paper = deizned to embarrass vp. Boswell, once he
egreed to be interviswed, by asking for comment on the thorouzhgoing con-
demnstion of this autopsy months earlier st the annual meeting of the

which heard it denounced &8s in-

American Academy of Forensic Sciences,
complete, "yeak ... cannot ostablish 8 chain of evidencs «.. failed to

maintain orizinel notes ... must be taken on faith rather than fact ...
Mystery about the autopsy now is forever zuarantead, but there 1is

no mystery about why Drs. Boswell and Humes did not answer my letters,
did not agree to speak to me, but did agree to be interviewed by those

who knew nothing sabout the fact or, 1like Levine, cared lsss. It is as
though there were zuarantees in advance. From Levine nons wers needzd.
The performance of the Associsted Press could have been no morse satis-
factory to Boswell if hs had written their story.

Levine got his sensation, leaving the country no better for it,
with lies about a President's murder more widely disseminated, more
firmly believed by more misinformed people. It did him no zood, howavar,
for he left the Sun very soon thereafter.

Only the cause of injustice and untruth profited, only those de-

serving punishment wersa protected.

Error is what sudde

Levine told me he had asked Boswell why he had not responded to
my letter, to the challenges I published in WHITEWASH, to wmy offer to
tape record anything he wanted to say so I could quote nhim agcurate}y.
Boswell, he told me, was pub out becsuse I did not consult him in sdvencs
of publicetion. On December 1, 1966, I wrote Boswell the following let-
ter, sending a copy to Humes:

It has been reported to me,
to respond to my letter of six months &30,
copy of my book, WHITEWASH: THE REPORT ON THE
to pique, becausse I had not consulted you in a

tion.
.’ﬂ " : . . -4 gs

I hope erroneously, that your failurse
with which I enclosed a
JARREN REZPORT, was dus
dvance of its publics-
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Humes was not always entirely consistent buf in rhig admission
{
of his destruction of evidence, his burning of his autopsy resort, ,
that - i
he did time it as immediately after he knew taz,Oswald had been killed.

He also "certified" tnat the only autopsy paper he destroyed
CLuf{gﬂy
gwas the hologrpaph ¢of his(?epbrt and thas he turned all oyther

papers, /ncluding his ?ﬁotes", in to his commanding o?ficerf. Later,
~Cd2
when the ?Tproblem indicnted by his preservation of t#at notes

became obvious and tru@ eseme- he started swsaring o other
2

versions. He reveatedly swore in contradiction tvo himself, too:

(pakes 144-5 here) ol

. e —
e 3 i

There is no question about it, what he swore!%at he destroyed

L ot
v i)

is his autopsy report. He burned it, # of all inappropriate placees,
in the fireplace of his recregtion room.

What a "recreation"!':



;=91 will say this for Arlen 3pecter: He did reply, even if his tal
was tlghtly legged and even if he did not accept the challenge to sue me
- or even to debabs me or defend himself.

And T will add this: With all the United States Government to de
fend him and all the United States press to suppress his record and the
charges against him, he is not very lonely.

So, consideration of the ministrations of the doctors in the causs
of truth 1is presented in the form of a new challenge to theu. If they
£ind harsh what I will hers say of them, if they feol it is actionable
_and if they are men with the convictions and guts of men - they can do
“what Specter 3did not and will not. '

b In saying this, I reallze 1 am betting a sure thing, and I want -
the reader to know I ‘am not hiding it. T say it straight out. Nelther :
Specter in the city where he has great influence and power and I have .
none, nor the doctors, in Washington, where wWe all know who hes and exer
cises the muscle, literally and figuratively, will sue me. Neither will
face a judicialdnterminationof fact. There is no court that can be 80 7
fixed or stacked, no jury that can be influenced enough, no weaknsss I
heve (and as a man without influence or means, I will have to cGepend on
court-supplisd or voluntesr counsel), that can tempt them even to look -
from behind the federal skirtses ‘8

In addition, thay know the truth and they know that I know 1t.

They will do whatever they can to keep it out of any open court as they
must to keep thamselves safe and secure in the hands of such champions .
as the Attorney General. They prefer ex partse proceedings, where they:
face no opposition, will not be crogs-examined and know that if there 1
any examination at all, it will be friendly. ¥

Thsre are {ew men who will avoid such challenges, bub we ars des
ing with those who have and will continue to. i

To avoid the remote possibility that, in haste and passion, I
mizght not make direct challenge to the autopsy doctors on their integ-
rity, I begin with it. [

At the very vezinning of their unheaded, undated and, I emphasiu.
unworthy report, used by the Attorney General as one uses the conbempti
ble, are these statements:

The autopsy began at approximatcly 8:00 p, M, on Friday,
November 22, 1963, and was concludad approximately at 11:00
p. d. The autopsy report, written by Dr. lLiunes with the
assistance of Dr. Boswell and Dr, Finck, was written on
Noveuber 23 and the morning of Novenmber 264, and delivered by
pr. Huaues to Admiral Burkley, ‘the president's physician, on
Novembey 24 at about 6:30 P, M, .

It is a minor complaint that the examination, in a very real semz
began aboub 25 minutes earlier, when the first of the plctures and X-rajyi
were taken. They are part of the autopsy, suddenly a very real part 0
Boswell, Clark, Garrison and the court. 4

In svary respect other than time, this statement is in conflict:
with Humes' teatimony (2H373). For oxample, his testimony on when he
wrots the autopsy (and Boswell and Finck had no part of the writing):’

Gommander Humes. In the privacy of my own home, early in the
morning of Sunday, November 2L, I made a draft of the report which

I later revised and of which represents the revision. That draft 15y
personally burned in the fireplece of my recreation roofi. ey

N
i

The Commission and all the government and press, then and since,
have apparently seen nothing ghoulish, nothing at all wrong in the burnei
ing of a President's autopsy in a recreation room. Soms "recreation“l%%

The difficulty here is determining whether Humes is a simple lih:.i

1l
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the revision.
sion's 371lst file and of Exhibit 397.

a question by Comu

and came in and
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. accepted many others
than he sald for Qswald was
~ yould be no cross-examination on th
are not editorial,

" "pight", " punc ture"”
other such things.

pable,
Department of Justice,
essential, natural as
ing on the autopsy

"as employer of
will earn our attention in coming
specla
Dr. Humes to
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to make a more gerious charge,
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- officer, Captain J. H. Stover:
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Glark or a perjurer in his Commission testimony.
1d be certain with an honest government and a dedi-
we will know. That, however, 1is not as important

system,
t of the rewrliting of history

in when Humes burned his evidence - and his obser-
f the autopsy he burned wWas evidence, for he wes
is material. It is highly significant. Note

draft that he wrote November 2l, - and he gpeclfies it
ning - is what he burned. There exists a draft that was

It is this he held in his hand. It is part of the Coumis

n be no doubt of the materiality, I quote his answer b
jssioner John J. McCloy on the next pagee.

... I was working in an office, and someons had a television on
told me that Mre. 0swald had been shot, and that was

Sunday, November 2lith.

So therse ca

The Commission that accepted this false
it also knew wWerse false.

shot later.
not with "low" becoming "high", "left" changing to
-~ meaning entrance = being elim
These changes might anywhere else be regarded
this Commission,
President is murdered, they are
breathing. I emphasize he
after Oswald was ‘shot, and after he knew 1t.
Unless he casts hims
the world's

but with Arlen Specter,

when a normal,

fastest typists and those of rarer skill tha
passages, all signatories
1jed in saying that the autopsy was

the President's physician, on

1 autopsy reporh fdelivered b
Admiral Burkley,
The alternative to calling
for he certified
"Gertificate”, countersigned by

the other version. 1t

1963, his superlor

1, James J. Humes, certify that all working papers

associated with Naval Medical School Autopsy Report A63-272

have remained in my personal custody at all times. Autopsy

notes and the holograph draft of the final report were handed

to Commanding Officer, U. S. Naval Medical School, at 1700,

24 November 1963. No papers relating to this case remain in

my possession.

AAR Corets-

(Burkley approved.See Pe 525.] J. J. HUMES

Thus, it is clear that Humes gave the autopsy he had written to

p.m. the day he said he gave it to Burkley an hour
He also said he had not a scrap of paper in any way
possession beginning at 5 p.m. S0, W

autopsy in his
What he was also saying, and this

the admiral at 6:307
petween the lines, is that he worked it
well after he knew of Oswald's murder,

11 up in the morning. ¥ + 7

The Navy pubt up with and was part of an awful lot.

4 >y

elf in the role of an errand boy and the Navy

over until well
until about dark

(]

statement is the one that
It had to have been later
Wwith Oswald dead, he knew there
e autopsy report. The changes he made

jnated, and wmany, many
as cul-
this Attorney General and

said he was st1ll work-

&

of the Clark °

b

November 2L
him other than a liar 1is

hat

Theoroubi=no
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Wh=n th: papers Humes turned in reeched the Nationlal Archives

vhen assigned to

a oroper racord was nade of it by one of the men
,Z/(;\nﬁ Salay 24,

that archive, John Simmons. That 6/”5 ctober 3, 1267. Although

the copy of tkis record in the #Ardgives is from difficult to

SyyLeann

impossibles to read,it can bgread thatto the knowledge of the
i

Archives,z11l that gumes did not burn had been delivered to it.

"All other papers related %to"that autonsy were preserved and

/
/

turned over to th Archives.
il

That was the "original 6 f the replzcement Humeg wro%e for

[ atlc

the sutopsy report he gburnea. I held it in my hands\\had color

pictures of it made'nd had xeroxes made of it for #inclusion in

2ost Mirtem (pages 509-23%).

However, Humes' notes are not included:



drawn, not an objective receipt, was ;;§?Z"* 4

)  Je pfed Tor me with 1-5/8 4nch
of the pbp of each page missing. (The/same amount of ¢ yiﬁg/was o
elimipndted from ngléy's letter and t first regg}p%ngpfhe bottom of
what Geems to-be the seven capital letters possibly sgglling_EBEQEIPT"
Dars Ly show—as he—%?g;pfwtéi;;krst._ S—the—copy supplled wme:

the following

x Ta e 3 : : 2o Ualcaolm Perry
: e W SO nYan ; n23 comprise
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’\;"“"}/‘V\-\ ‘;\T . »2-\’..'\\.;\;‘-.’,(*0‘{‘ N N“)t‘
i\
N b G ‘D gD-B'L‘«‘,
d by the Navy Decem : :
) 7 s With regard to "(A)", that is not "the original holographic draft

vGfthe'Autopey Protocol™ for, as consultation with the cited source
idnys, 1t is the original of the revision of the "draft" (2H373). This

sember 1963
23, six (6)
swell and Lt.

~
]
(3}
o
n

~

and rather carefully:

253




pr

L

misrepresentation may
fate of the original,

same paragraph:

an assassinated Pres

the proper
osector.
destroyed until it was

having been put away,
me loving scripture!

had to lie.
nected with the assass

nous duties preclud
that I have.
gandizing

nal Autopsy Descriptive

XVII" of the Hearings.
on page 373 or anywhere else in Humes' testimony.

prior to that clte
is guised as no more than a

there placed into evidenc

nt to the totally unnecessary
then-Commander Humes from the

give even wore poi
y burned in the fireplace of

the sworn word of
Wphat draft I personall

my recreation room.”

From Specter's and the Commission members' total lack of inbter- preci
est or reaction, mno question being asked, no eyebrow raised - no con= me an
sternation or concern - the proper place for the autopsy protocol of deman

ident is a "pecreabion room", not a hospital, and cial
this

disposition js Orwell's, to be "personally purned" by the

Sure as hell, that burned draft, the original that was not
known that there would be no trial, Oswald a1s0

is not golng to be quoted now by some devil like

t want to consider why some unnamed pureaucrat
ie is necessary or acceptable about anything con-
jnation of & President or 1ts investigation.
gimmons 1s jnnocent, for the nature of his multitudi-

os his having made the study of this verbal enormity -
t be true of the writer of this false, propa-

The reader migh
Why any 1
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false. It 1s notb "these sixteen (16) paged" that are on "Pages 29 So,

through Lly, Volume XVIL" of the Hearings. Had they been, the interna- me 1

tional uproar would still be echoing after seven years. Shortly the

difference will becoms apparent. —
This is not the same "origl- | in C

as I

Nor is "(B)" not similarly false.
Sheet" that is "
The words "autopsy

on Pages L5 and 46, Volume

descriptive sheet" are not
Nor can these pos- °

I had for so long made repeated requests, all
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the
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that for which
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sibly be
of the "notes sctually made in the room where
ing place". We have not only Colonel Finck's sworn word that he, per- evic
sonally, made notes and handed them in before he left and that all exar
three doctors made notes on pieces of paper. Moreover, oOn the page Thi:
hardly appropriate in what atbs
no -

d in deceptive argument,
Humes had sworn,
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heet" nor "Form
jcal Service

fpecelpt”",

not an "autopsy

held in his hand,
To

what he

NMS Path", both being headings on that required Navy Med

form, nor did he cite the identification of the autopsy by the number

that appears on 1t, ny 63 #272". He could not identify it by the name of

of the President, for this autopsy was performsd with such tender care °v2

with such regard for precision, history and the legal aspects of medi- e

cine, that the blanks required to be filled in for & number of entries sib

including name, date and hour expired, diagnosis and physical descrip- shc

tion, are all blank. 23:
Humes' under-oath description of what he held, what was then and wel

notes in long-hand, par

e, Ls "these are various
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and in part after the examination when I was preparing
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Humes 1is blessed
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p€

none of the entr
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ther reason for avoiding the originals, no other

and hair. This There 1s no o
6l facts, 59 in- reason for their being hidden, none for 1ts taking so much dogged ef-
t of these are of 4 fort to obtain them.
late to the bul- i Now that I do bhave them - solor pictures and Xeroxes, both made

from originals - let us consider them in the sequence of the longer
Let us see what they say, understand what this means.

ve numbers and receipt.

Z;;istgzrigggggs First is the original of Humes' rewritten draft of the autopsy

from other parts 4 report, the closest thing to the original, that having been burned,
‘4§ not in innocence put after it was known that, with the only accused

himself assassinated, there would be no court in which any evidence
had to be produced and sub jected to cross-examination.

Admiral Burkley countersigned and approved the handwritten au-
topsy report, as he also approved the retyped version. To be certaln
that there was no question, he initialed the first page, "GGB", as he
did the last. Humes, it will be remembered, personally delivered ev-
erything to Burkley and Burkley had been with the body when it was
being treated and oxamined in Dallas and during the autopsy in Bethesda,
the one medical man in the world and, except for & few Secret Service
men, the only man in the world of whom this is true.

What distinguishes this and what follows from all other coples
of all versions in all fi1les and published - Wwhat was ao carefully sup-
pressed - is Burkley's personal, handwritten approval.

? The substantive changes, changes of fact, not opinion - not all
@ of those made after Oswald was killed but only those made’in what was
not removed from the draft that was purned - are incredible and all,
we now for the first time know, are & roved hy the President's own
hysician! The unknown, the conjectured an nvented, none ol W ch
&{ong In a medico-legal document, least of all in the autopsy report
on a President, they also are approved. To cite what in context is
minor but in fact is major, the first page is typlcal. Where in his
version Humes had the car "moving at approximately twenty miles per
hour", something nelther he nor anyone else knew or could know and
tuice as fast as 1t was, that was erossed out and changed to "moving
st a slow rate of gpeed", something none of the signatories had any
- way of knowing and certainly not their own observation. Also unknown
to the signatories, the last sentence began with an argument, not fact,
"Mhree shots were heard and the President fell face down to the floor
of the vehicle." This was completely false, a fabrication. The "cer-
rection” was no less an invention, an invention entirely consistent
with every argument and change in the autopsy, to make it seem that all
the shots had come from the back and that the accused Oswald was the
lone assassin. After this change, the autopsy report reads, "Three
: shots were heard and the President fell forward." (Emphasis added.)

He did not.
- npuncture” in describing the nonfatal bullet wound means entraneo.
' It had been used repeatedly in what survived the recreation-room burning.
In every case but one, it was removed, including those cases where,
without doubt, it was meant. One example is on page I, a point on which
. the entire autopsy, the entire Mgolution" to the crime and the Warren
Report itself all hang. The last full sentence, in describing what has
come to be known as the rear, nonfatal wound, said to have been in the
neck, the description of "a 7xh mm oval puncture wound", with the elimi-
mation of "puncture", became My 7x4 mm wound".

Oon page T, in a single sentence where there are seven changes of
fact about the head wound, the description "puncture” 1s Twice oI?m{-
mated, although In later testimony it was, with Specter's deftness in
the absence of any adversary, reintroduced. In one of these cases,
nothing replaced 1it; in the other, a word that is anything but synony-
_mous, "lacerated". And, on pages 8 and 9, "puncture" is stricken
.through, replaced by nothing on 8 and by Moceipital™, which is entirely
“different, on 9.

On the other side of the same coin, where the wound that it was
ater decided, contrary to the existing evidence, had to be an exit
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wound or there could be no single-assassin, no-conspiracy Report, the
qualification "presumably" was inserted on pages 8, 9 and 10. .

Other factual changes are to ogﬁosites. One of the most readily
comprehended is on page 5, where "left" was changed to "right". On
page 1lli, where the rear wound was related to the plane of the body and
thus not dependent upon what was unknown, the position of the body, the
change was to what amounts to a deliberate, unscientific and unwarranted
attempt to frame the accused and the solution. As altered, this reads,
"The projectiles were fired from a point behind and aomewhat above the
level of the deceased." Without knowing the position of the body in
three different ways, this could not be said. 'Was the President at the
time of each shot vertical, bolt erect? Was he turned in either direc-
tion from at right angles to the length of the car? Or was he, while
erect in a vertical plane as compared with the car or the seat, leaning

to either slde?

At best, these changes reflect such uncertainty as to disqualify
the autopsy report in its entirety. At worst, they are, because agreed
to by so many, a deliberate conspiracy to frame the then-dead accused,
to corrupt history, and to vindicate any assassin or assassins.

But what is most incredible of all in this rewriting of fact to
ordain falsehood as truth is a failure by all. Neither Admiral Gallo-
way, who dominated and ordered changes made, nor Admiral Burkley, who
was everywhere and approved, nor any of the three surgeons themselves
caught the one slip-up. Five medical military officers are involved
in this, each culpably.

In a single place they neglected to murder truth. In a single
place an accurate description of a wound remained. And say what they
now may or will, it is an uncontested fact that all five did agree on
it., Tt is the one vital fact to escape that recreation-room assassi-
nation of the medical truth.

The fourth paragraph of the holographic autopsy report begins,

Dr. Perry noted the massive wound of the head and a second
uncture wound of the low anterior neck in approximately the
m ne. (Ewphasis added.)

This is entirely in accord with everything, fact and all the
initial medical statements, all of which had the President shot in the

front of the neck.

There is no change here in the holograph.
Humes or anyone else - noted any alteration here
blue-lined, white, letter-paper-sized pad.

But somebody in the military's butcher shop of history at Bethesd
did eliminate this truth befare the report was typed. In the typed ver-
sion, the word "puncture" was eliminated. 1In its stead there appears
"much smaller". The dramatic representation, that the Dallas doctors
said the President had been shot from the front, fell victim to those
in the military determined to rewrite happened when the President

Nobody, at any time -
in what he wrote on his

what
was gunned down in cold blood in broad daylight on the streets of a
ma jor American city. :

If we today cannot pinpoint what person did this, absent confes-
gion, there is no possibility of doubt about where it was done. All
the evidence is that Humes turned in his draft to his superiors at
Bethesda, and that all of this was supervised by the commander of that
military installetion, Admiral Galloway.

And this, too, was verified by another admiral, the President's
personal physician. Burkley approved the original truth saying that
the President's wound in the front of the neck was caused by a shot
from the front, and he approved the mysterious change which attempts
to hide this fact.

T have no doubt that Humes intended to change this. I do not
know if he was ordered to and, if so, by whom. But my first accusa-
tion of perjury, in WHITEWASH, is 0 this point and t phis day remains
undisputed. ¢ ¢ w s S r{ s ]
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& : testif!

" separately (6H16 and 3H380, the earlier testimony in the later volume), _ tiOHhi{
Perry told Specter of two. He said of the second of these two calls - ; Oftzl X
Humes placed to him that "he told me, of course, that he could not talk Un o
to me about any of it and askad that I keep it in confidence, which I ter's
did" and "he advised we that he could not discuss with me the findings nesses
of the necropsy.” On all counts, according to other and probative tes- [
timony and what Perry told me, this is false. _ . Burkle

There was no legal need for secrecy and an urgent need for pub- thistf‘
1ic information that was truthful. The entire world was in turmoil. fron
Humes did "discuss" with Perry "the findings", based on which, as Perry
later Told me, he knew the wound officially described as in the back of used a
the President's neck was actually in his back. And, although he said meanin
he did not tell anyone, Perry had to and he did. more p

He did have an announced and scheduled press conference on the
medical evidence for that very day, undoubtedly the real purpose of ; ch
Humes' call. Had it been for information, he would have telephoned ca
Perry the night before, while he was examining the body and could check g Pr
it, not after the body had been surrendered and long after the embalm-
ing and reconstruction had been completed and the corpse was in the

White House. :?iloi
It is Dr. Kemp Clark who first pulled the plug on this perjury ' so the

(6H23): not 1ir

Dr. Perry stated that he had talked to the Bethesda Naval © and pl
Hospital on two occasions that morning and that he knew what § words{
the autopsy findings had shown and that he did not wish to > an ex
be questioned by the press as he had been advised by Bethesda
to confine his remarks to what he knew from having examined are W(
the President, and suggested that the major part of this press
conference be conducted by me.

@ with"
Having already told the world that the President had been shot endors
from the front, could Perry the next day say the opposite? Or can any- full
one blame him for going on an unannounced vacation - translation: into to the
attempted hiding? :

Clark, also under oath, named two other witnesses to this con- autops
versation. Need it be added that Specter and the Commission had no : and 1r
interest and questioned neither these two nor any others about it? : Exhib!
These were the hospital administrator and Dr. George T. Shires, both g both 1
of whom Specter interviewed on other matters. : eopy ¢

30, especially with the reports that only one bullet was expected éciib:
to be recovered from the body, and that possible only from the wound in B ia g(
the front of the neck, there is great point in Burkley's. affirmation of = anKer
Humes' quotation of Perry's statement that the anterior neck wound, E: his &7
which he did see clearly and through which he made the tracheostomy ; '
incision, was caused by a shot from the front.

It is doubtful if there ever has been any proceeding of the im- which
portance of this assassination investigation in which there was as much X
per jury, except for the Reichstag fire trial. And thers the falsely z tific
accused was acquitted, not killed. ) P cepte
burni;

The difference between the original autopsy descriptive sheet
that had been s uppressed until I forced it out - that had never been E; that
seen by the Commission - and the copy used in the hearings and in the E: . eryon
Commission's files 1s a difference that, were the official conclusions 2 recor
at all tenable, would in itself entirely destroy them. L by th

The reader will recall that when I first published a copy of the . the d
Commission's copy, this exposure and Reporter Richard Levine's needling 7 , tance
led to the fantasy-land "explanstion" that Boswell had merely been a o
bit careless in marking the back wound, never for a moment dreaming that : eonsi
in the autopsy of a President there is any need for care or accuracy. - ‘S .Comnmi
(What better qualification for a Navy Chief of Pathology?) .. 3 asenti

The wound was in the back, not the neck, as all olficial observer . diaty
*See p
260
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A34 to the President”, *

testified. Only when Specter went to work to rescript the assassina-
tion Into a fake solution consistent with the official predetermination
of what would be called truth and fact was there ever any question.
Until then all the evidence was of a back wound. This includes Spec-

ter's own suppressed notes of his own interviews with the autopsy wit-
nesses before their testimony.

: Now, we know that Admiral Burkley placed it there, too. And
b Burkley certainly knew. For the moment we shall restrict ourselves to
this first rescue from oblivion. In the lower left-hand corner of the
¥ front of the form he wrote, "Verified GGBurkley," all run together,

e He did not just initial it. He did not just sign his name. He
4 used a word that cannot be fudged as Boswell fooled the press. The

meaning of "verified" is not subject to argument. Webster could not be
more precise and limiting:

1. To prove to be true; to conform; substantiate. 2. To
check or test the accuracy or exactness of. 3. To authenti-

5& cate; specif., Law, to confirm or substantiate by oath or

proof; also to add a verification ...

Those who instinctively grasp at evidentlary straws to support
the official mythology would do well to restrain themselves, for there
will be more on this point in what follows. T here make this comment
so that those who think they see invisible straws and grab at them do
not Iimagine that a medical man who rises to be an admiral in the Navy
and physician to the President does not know the meaning of simple

Words and here, for no reason at all, Just got "ocareless" and threw in
5 an extra and a wrong word.,

Burkley's additions to both the originals of the certificatiens
are word for word identical.,

The one that says Humes turned in "all working papers assoclated
& with" the autopsy, including the "autopsy notes", at 5 p.m., Burkley

% endorsed with "Accepted and approved this date", signing it with his

full name, "George G. Burkley", and as "Rear Adm M C U S N Physician

This constitutes Burkley's certification that those now-missing
autopsy notes at that moment did exist and, when added to the receipt
and letter so carefully omitted by Specter in publishing File 371 as
- Exhibit 397, were -in his possession. That receipt, the item marked in
- both margins and the only item in it marked in any way, reads, "One
% ¢opy of autopsy report and notes of the examining doctor which is de-

* scribed in letter of transmittal Nov. 25, 1963 by Dr. Galloway." And
Galloway's words are, "Transmitted herewith by hand is the sole remain-
ing copy (number eight) of the completed protocol in the case of John

- F. Kennedy. Attached are the work papers used by the Prosector and
his assistant." (sic)

The next day Burkley gave all these items to the Secret Service,
Which gave him the receipt from which I have quoted.

When Burkley noted "accepted and approved" to Humes' other cer-
" tification, what he actually did is mind-boggling. This admiral "ac-
i copted and approved" what Humes admitted, "that I have destroyed by

© burning" his first draft of the autopsy report on the President}! »*

Aside from what I have already established beyond peradventure,
. that this reviaslon and conflagration was not until after Humes and ev-
. oryone else knew that nobody would have to face examination of his
- records and cross-examination by defense counsel in a trial of Oswald,
. by then safely murdered, can anyone conceive of any good reason for
the destruction of %21 record in a crime of this nature? Or its accep-
ance and approval by the President's physician - an admiral? )

When the nature of the ehanges now known to have been made are
considered, and with the until-now suppressed confirmation that the
Commission's medical evidence in its entirety is dubious and in all es-
sential elements false, can even the most tolerant put any but the moat
disturbing interpretation on, first, the unpunished destruction of

35ee p.525. ** See p. 524, 261




imperishable, irreplaceable evidence by a man qualified in forensic

pathology and, second, the unhesitating acceptance and approval by the
physician to the President himself?

When all the experts were military wmen,
kept out of the autopsy room by military guard,
stroyed the evidencs and the military approved t
evidence, and when this new evidence proves the
wounds was per jurious, criminal, and all of this
false swearing, was also by the military,
kind of military conspiracy unavoidable?

And must I not again ask, is there anything like this in our
history or that of any other land considering itself free and civilized

when all civilians wers

when the wmilitary de-

he destruction of the
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criminality, this

is not a question of some

T 4 ¢ N aiigt 2 2
NG, LT, A5 990 XIDNEY @, LT, d  XIDNEY, L. 3 There are too ma:
Lwa, LT . . . e, o ! this kind of material.

ER . LIVER 0 22-0f which he requires sor
# BP.AIN. 9 LIY -  BRAIN ? -AL instincts equipping him
’ ED G RT 8} HEART %0 /i1ted official willingnes
\“'S?La“\l HEA - Vﬁ:‘d,smm e foonsiderations, moral, e
" minarg TESTIS |°..% THYWS TESTIS e for adequate research it

5 - vy

-

tion. Not on this., He

HEART MEASUREMENTS: A 7.5  om. R

1.5 ’

i3 hidden. He first hac
for he 1s deceived and 1
i:has been deceived, and t
bhim, He must find peopl
In the end, he mus

In some aspects ¢
8sassinations, this was
inding and spending the
em, and speaking to the
nd their willingness to

HEART MEASUREMENTS: & ‘7.5 em, P_J

ravel, I think it is pr
uy investigations than e
£ the surprising things
ith me.

In Memphis, for
%I sought to interview,
.40 tape-record what he
i:f1clal investigation.

the only improper and,
the ‘prosecutor.

2> KRS o

: No single person
rofused to see me on the
“of them objected to tapi
t, those who had violat
hibition. In gome cases
But for the most part, t
that their President can
{thout their being told
ppened, who did it and
sk in their willingnes
4d - and did not - happ
An turn, was investigate
nd by the government th
ne .

: The experiences o
uminate what can happen
swald is supposed to ha
and Lounge, on the t
% one edge of the Frenc
Aith something never mad
tensive effort to disc

On the occasion o

On the left is an excerpt from the Xerox copy of the "Autopsy Descriptive Sheet" printed
by the Commission in CE 397. On the right is the identical section of the "Descripti
Sheet" excerpted from the original, which the Commission never had. Missing from the
Commission's copy is the handwritten verification of Admiral Burkley, the President's
physician. For the full original "Descriptive Sheet" see p. 310.
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Purther explanatons followed, at the end with the official
h
copy of the autopsy body chart tat was not us¢d by the Commission

in what it publiséed snd which, in fact, it had hidden where

nobody would have thought to logk‘%hefe-ford'it. Prepared with a
¥ Uu.ﬂ L ;1 {[
tip I did and found it and other récords relating to the autopsy npetin
there.
- i
fhis official copy was Verified" by the President's ohysician,
AD@I@%L’ octor) GGBurkley".
Fetzer uses his copy in his book without indicating the original
- A L
source of it./'hat source, exclukivelyj. an Pgst Mortem.Under the
accepted standards of scholarshipl_and Fetzer presents himselr as
a scholar, he shoul’vFave credited the or. .ginal source. He did not.
fre Wuwfa A go by rtm et
All she parts of wiis rather lengthy excerpt relate to the
official & rimes in and relating to the autopsy and to the entirely

impropr use made of what is not the actual, original autopsy report.
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i;% is my recolléfction, which may notv be dependzble after
thirty-five years, that Colonel Pierre Flgck stated that the heaﬁf
chart drawn on he reverse sice of “he autopsy descriotive shest is
something he useJ in g¢teaching. The Commission, perhaos correctly,
attributes that to Boswell.Whichever is true, the caption under %9

_that head chart, which is not repc.ied here, adds informatioh

om Humes missing notes tkat he did not burn, as he later swore, and
“hat, as we jhave seen, he did turn in and For which there are
official receipts.

The next official chart in Tost IMor‘em has‘tyo false portrayals

E(ZL'/\ ‘/) /2/
in the %top two drawinzs, bish related to and beardsg on both the

1t aloe Ao _. u%pg&
falsities and the consplr301esa\aaé an accura faportrayal of the

skeleton ¢f a man. When Admiral Burkley's suppressed certificate

of death was publisée@i”éfter I found it securely hidden in the
Archives, in it he located the wound in the President's back as at
the third thoracic verterbra. That hes it quite @ distance lower than
the false location of that back wound by the Navy do:tors, aé in

the base of ¥mex® the nex neck. Burkley's honsst location of that

woungd 1n the back comp‘ﬁtelj e;7m1nated the possibility, which wsas

aeruatl 9 of o
&Ims” ats0 impossible onaégﬁﬂ:sznxz:szf?ﬁ pntry point og/a tbullet
’ ij.hﬂj’ il ‘

2
allegedly fired from 51xﬁ? feet in the air ané::has:gnz? stgeply
o

downward in fthe bod% but with the off "id3eial fabrications to

make it seem that Oswald could have fired that shot, with impact

.t the third thoracic verterbra, shere was no possibility at all of
that alleged bullet havi¥g so abruptly changeé direction =nd
simultan<ously exited the President's aryterior neck and then

enjoyed its specsacular, and also invented, cureer in Governor
Jonnally's bodxdl hy @nd wdj v dnd e~ A C?,w://J,le/{// E/I/L//f//u’\
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The "Autopsy Descriptive Sheet" is a single sheet of paper with notes on both sides.
‘fhe only "autopsy notes" in the Commission's files are Xerox copies of both sides of
-this sheet. There were other contemporaneous notes, not destroyed but missing today.
_Printed here for the first time anywhere are the front and back sides of the original
of the "Descriptive Sheet." The Commission used mere Xerox copies lacking Burkley's
rification., A comparison of the original and the version printed by the Commission
-appears at p. 262, The location of the back wound marked on this sheet and verified
ty Burkley corresponds almost exactly with the level of the third thoracic vertebra.
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Third Thoracic Vertebra

Acromion Process

Scapula (Shoulder Bladv.)

Knowing the Commission would not put the autopsy pictures in its record, the doctors
had drawings made to depict the President's wounds. CE's 385 and 386 were prepared in
karch 1964 under Humes' supervision. These illustrations deliberately misrepresent
the back wound as a neck wound, a discrepancy of which the doctors and the Commission=
ers had to be aware. Burkley and Boswell had originally located the back wound at the
level of the third thoracic vertebra, depicted on the skeletal chart here. The wound
in the neck depicted in CE 386 is markedly higher than the third thoracic vertebra.

The immediate significance of this information is that a bullet entering the back at the

third thoracic vertebra and traveling at a downward angle could not emerge at the
front of the throat, thus proving the autopsy report and the Warren Report wrong.
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Commander@IuMes. To the best of my recollection, Mr. Chigf Justice, it
would not.

The CrAIRMANG Mr. McCloy.

Mr, McCroy. M&y I ask this question?

The CHAIRMAN. §o right ahead.

Mr. McCroy. Do Jgu have any knowledge as to whether or, ot any photo-
graphs were taken ingDallas?

Commander HUMES. have none, sir, no knowledge.

Mr. McCroy. No knowgedge that any were taken?

Representative Forn. May I ask what size are the picturesgto which you refer?

Commander HuMmes. W& e‘(posed both black and Whlte nd color negatives,
Congressman. They were expo%ed in the morgue dughg the examination.
They were not developed. he kodachrome negatweq when developed would
be 405. They were in film urriers or cassettes, as wgfre the black and white.
Of course they could be mngni ed. §

Representative Forp. Have {§ose been examine( fhy personnel at Bethesda?

Commander Huwmes. No, sir. §¥We exposed thegd negatives; we turned them
over. Here I must ask the coun¥el again for agffvice—to the Secret Service.

Mr. SPECTER. Yes; it was the Sedget Service. #

Commander HumEes. They were rned ovgt to the Secret Service in their
cassettes unexposed, and I have not sdgn an ’0of them since. This is the photo-
graphs. The X-rays were developed inQuy X-ray department on the spot that
evening, because we had to see those righ tllen as part of our examination, but
the photographs were made for the recor a d. for.other,purposes.

Representative Forp. But they *had piver b en actually developed for viewing.

Commander HuMmes. I do not know sir.

Mr. Specter. Doctor Humes, bagk k to the angles for just a moment.

Commander HuMEes. Yes, sir. %

Mr. Specrer. Hypothesize orgassume, if you will, that other evidence will
show that the wound inflicteon Commission Ixh¥{pit 385 at point C occurred
while the President was ridihg in the rear seat of hig automobile approximately
100 feet from a point of @rigin in a six-floor buildin& nearby, and assume fur-
ther that the wound inflicted in 388 at point A occufred when the President
was approximately 25Q8 eet away from the same point. 3

With those assumpions in mind, there would be somé&yhat different angles
of declination goingfirom C to D on 385 and from A to B oK , 388,

Commander Hujfes. I would expect there would. R

Mr. SpECTER. g ou have already testified earlier today thatgou were unable
to pinpoint w#h precision angle A to B on 388 because of the geconstr ction
of the scalp .

W

question to you, in that elongated fashion, is from what yo! know
you have described, are the angles, as you have expressed them to
be ingfour opinion, consistent with a situation where the two wounds were
infligfed at the angles and at the distances just described to you?
gommander HuMES, I belleve they are consistent.
0 tlmed on 388—A

Mr. SpEcTER. Now, Doctor Humes, I hand you a group of documents which
have been marked as Commission Exhibit No. 397 and ask you if you can
identify what they are?

Commander HuMmEs. Yes, sir; these are various notes in long-hand, or copies

. rather, of various notes in long-hand made by myself, in part, during the per-

formance of the examination of the late President, and in part after the exami-

¢ nation when I was preparing to have a typewritten report made.

Mr. SpPECTER. Are there also included there some notes that you made while
you talked to Doctor Perry on the telephone?

Commander HumMmEs. Yes, sir; there are.

Mr. SPECTER. Are there any notes which you made at any time which are not
included in this group of notes?

Commander HuMEs. Yes, sir; there are.

Mr. SpEcTER. And what do those consist of ?
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Commander HUMES. In privacy of my own home, early in the morning of
Sunday, November 24th, I made a draft of this report which I later revised,
and of which this represents the revision. That draft I personally burned in
the fireplace of my recreation room.

Mr. SpecTER. May the record show that the Exhibit No. 397 is the identical
document which has been previously identified as Commission No. 371 for our
internal purposes. '

Is the first sheet then in that group the notes you made when you talked to
Doctor Perry?

Commander HuyEes. That is correct, sir.

Mr. SpecTER. And do the next 15 sheets represent the rough draft which was
later copied into the autopsy report which has been heretofore identified with
an exhibit number?

Commander Huses. That is correct, sir.

Mr. SpecTER. And what do the next two sheets represent?

Commander Huaes. The next two sheets are the notes actually made in the :

room in which the examination was taking place. I notice mow that the
handwriting in some instances is not my own, and it is either that of Com-
mander Boswell or Colonel Finck.

Mr. SpEcTER. And was that writing made at the same time that the autopsy
report was undertaken; that is, did you review all of the markings on those
papers and note them to be present when you completed the autopsy report?

Commander Humes. Yes, sir. From the time of the completion of this exami-
nation until the submission of the written report following its preparation,
all of the papers pertinent to this case were in my personal custody.

Mr. SeEcTER. Have you now described all of the documents which were present
in that 397, Exhibit No. 397?

* Commander HuMmes. Yes, sir; with the exception of the certification to the
fact that I, in fact, detailed them in my custody, and a certification that I had
destroyed certain preliminary draft notes.

Mr. SpEcTER. And these represent all the notes except those you have already

described which you destroyed?

Commander HumEes., That is correct, sir. XK &)-/

My SPECEERT A GTTC POTITE renstessteRmelzes, Page 14 of ggur
roush draft, Doctor Humes, as to the point of origin, the noteS op#tv that
thereggas a revision between your first draft and your final rgpbrt.

Commgnder Humes. Yes, sir.
Mr. St®grER. Will you first of all read into the recogg
reflected in fgur final report.
Commandelgglunes. I would rather read it fromg
reportreads: %y Z
“The projectileSgyere fired from a point behipdl and somewhat above the level

of the deceased.” & P
Mr. SpECTER. And Buat did the first drgft of that gentence as shown on page
14 of your rough draft s e ? .
Commander Humes. 1t%gated as follows:
“The projectiles were firkg frg#fl a point behind and somewhat above a hori-

zontal line to the vertical o ion of the body at the moment of impact.”
Mr. SPECTER. Now wou yowjgstate the reason for making that modification
between draft and final péport, pltise? ’

Commander Hunmpé. This examifgtion, as I have indicated, was performed
by myself with mgftwo associates. Qe notes which we have just admitted as an
exhibit are in mg own hand and are m %gpinion, was my opinion at that time, as
to the best wyfy to present the facts whiwg, we had gleaned during this period.

Before supfnitting it to the typist, I went Mear this with great care with my two
associatesg One or the other of them raised tIey point that perhaps this sentence
would stéfte mote than what svas_absolutely facte ased upon our. observations,
pofittiitg out ‘thiat we.did not know precisely at thaf giwe in what position the
body fhe President was when the ‘missiles struck, Mg i"that’ therefore we
shoull be somewhat less specific and somewhat more cilgumspect than the
way’ we stated it. When I considered this suggestion, I agreed that it would
be better to change it as noted, and accordingly, I did so.

he final conclusion

fle final report. The final
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Mr. SpectEr. Mr. Chief Justice, T move now f

of Exhibit No. 397.

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted.
(The documents, previously marked Exhibit No. 397 for identification, were

received in evidence.)

Mr. McCroy. May I ask one question about the notes? Phe notes that you
made contem oraneg_g;ﬂyl’_,\,){i_gl‘l“._xguvg‘examim‘tjgg,.you said 'y‘dil"‘pubthose“déﬁﬁ
0 ter were the notes, within the

Lgndetetieyou put some in later. How much la
best of your recollection of the final notes made, not the final report, but the

final notes that you made in your own handwriting? /
3 Commander ITUMES. 'he examination was concluded approximately at 11

io’clock on the night of November 99 /Phe final changes in the notes prior to
.;ithe typing of the report were made, fana I will have to give you the time because,
Jwhatever time Mr. Oswald was shot, that is about when I finished. , T was work-
#ing in an office, and someone had a television on and came in and told me that
*&Mr. Oswald had been shot, and that was around noon on Sunday, November 24t

or the admission into evidence

3 20

Jommissjgp®

next exhibit number, Commission Exhibit 398. May
setken

bic is a photograph which, subject to later proof, will show it to bg
fter the President was struck by.the first bullet. _#*
It may be marked. d

[ s marked Commission Ioxhibit No. 398 identification.)
mission into evidence at this.g#fhe for this purpose?

The CHAIRMAN. It may 9§ admitted. 1
(The photograph, previous narked Commissions hibit No. 308 tor identifi-
P

cation, was received in evidence. /'3 :
Looking at Commission Exhibit 395 mggtor Hyfhes, with that as a background,

have you had an opportunity to review thd (1i(_'[11 reports on Governor Con-
nally at Parkland Hospital in Commission EzRibit 3027

Commander HumEs. I have. {

Mr. SpectEr. Have you noted the woun
that is, Governor Connally’s right wrisg’

Commander HUMES. Yes, sir; I ha £ hoted the report

Mr. SpecTER. What does the repoidfshow as to those wount

Commander HumEs. The repo# shows a wound of entrance ©
pect of the right wrist. __lg# & et the precise point here. The v
is described as on_LBgs Tsal aspect of the right wrist above the jund
distal fourth e radiug and the shaft. It was upproxinmtely tw
figth and rather oblique, with the loss of tissue, and some cons

May I move for its

sustained on his right wrist,

¢ it in these records.

on the right wrist?
the dorsal as-
1d of entry
of the
enti-

meters
able offitusions at the margins. There was a wound of exit along the volar
e the flexion crease of the gl

surface of the wrist about two centimeters abov
. o AR R

infithe midline.. -xa” A
%ir. SeecTER. Doctor Humes, 1 show you a b
smission Bxhibit No. 399, and may I say now
Fgnissile which has been taken from the stretcher which th
S he stretcher occupied by Governor Connall d
its admission into evidence at this time,"
M. It may be admitted. ¢
Rejgusly marked Commiss

PR

T A iR

ullet which we have markegdets

that, subject. to later ppal ~this
gt fidence now

# axhibit No. 399 for identifica-

tion, was received in E€VEge

Mr. SpECcTER. We have be el by"the FBI that the missile not be handled

/ing further ballistic tests, and it now appears,
se in a cotton background.
‘ w299, Doctor ITumes, could that bullet have
ik gone through g Mement passing throngh President Ken-
£ nedy’s hegg#in Exhibit No. 3887 g

npfinder HUMES. 1 do not believe so0, i
\ SprcTER. And could that missile have made
fally’s right wrist?
%ﬁ Commander HUME
## those two answers?
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| ﬁFeXt are selections from Arlen Specter's questioning of Humes
-Q/’\./(

bwfkre the Commission (3H 372-R4). in .ais testirony Hum:s se @ns To

still have his notes, Yo have them in higs ndndbm and at whe same

time, in his questioning , Specter seems to be giving Jhe inpression
4 N
that what FUmes has in his hands does nol include those njotes.
T4t is at fthis point in his testimony than Hymes volunteered
o e ade Noadimi®
that he had burned his first autopsy report.. /MK gily ~ )" /
It is conspicuous that with each and every one of the Commission

Members a lawyer and with all the Uomnission's colnsel =21lso lawyers,
St
ehe was not a single voice ralsaeﬂﬁh to quesdtiom the burning
what
of an roriginal record in & murder case or even to ask wia authority
|

Humes had for that or when' e he got tnat idca or why he did so

a W\ ! N
unusual, if not criminal, trorac, es eciallfin such an autopsy; 7

CC/\/\ /l/w Z/}d/VVl/I/D/V/ /{) MM%Z/ZL (L‘( (_MW%L/ {7 %\A}éo , / /
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Nor did any anyer,Member of the Commission jor any lawyer
P !
nember éé\its staffjhave any quéstion at all when %ﬁmeqlas, as he
testified, told to eliminate from his replacement autopsy raport
what he had in it that clé\arly meant there had been a conspiracy
to kill because it could not have i%flicted the wound he eliminated

if the shot came from theat sixth-floor wi:dow.

On page 7 of his handwritten substitute autopsy report, the

y ] ¢
one he wrote to subs titute for thedone he burned, he had weit=t

/

+ )

written that tiie head wound was "tangential to the surface of -he
scalp." That is quite dirfferent from &t ths back of the head on the
level of the occinut, which the vommission finally wound up

with, o a’/cj W‘ét'

Humes was told to replace sll of #gthat with a single word,
"lacerated." But the words Humes had to remove are consistent with

Sl
another ignoredqrecord to which we come.

This shot, which could not have com< £ from téat sixtqfloor
window, means a second shooter and that alone means a ¢ dnspiracy
to kill.

Another such proof is in the report of the autopsy pathologists
themselves wheyN trey were taken to view the autopsy film.

Under the hesding "NO OTHER WOUNDS' they say thay the xrays

establish 7hat there were small metallic fragments in the head.How-

[0}

ver, cargful examination at the autopsy and the photographs and
' 24 (/
~-rays tkene during the autopsy,‘revealed no evidence of a bulled
[/

or a major p9$ion of a bullet in the body of the President.”

g

this is wise-guy langusge intended to hide what would by itself

also have been proof of a conspiracy to kill because what it so :¢#
t’/

- ) Créele :
carefully avoided negates the languzge used to meke the fairy tale

That

o A
abut that magical Bullet 399¢>whi§h is bagic to the Report and to



o1

the fiction tha: there was only OUswald supposedly shypting away.
The foof ho%e I gﬁg&gt the bottom of t:ie page of fascsimile z

repgf@éuction of tnat report azk®E points out “Lﬂiga%hat are

indeed 'minor portions of a bullet' in the ﬁ}esident's bod&,;a A

ne§ation of the official solution.”

"hich, still agaﬂt mezns there had been a conspirzacy to kill.
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Humes twice omitted the Jord "puncture" on this page, once actually replacing it with
a word of entireiy opposite meaning, "lacerated,"
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of the boqg(uhen~viHWéd’I?3ﬁ“the inner aspect

of the margins-
of tho skull. This 35 ¢ a;gg;aristic”éf”a wound of entry in 3
—the—skull, T 3
e \ ,: h : "; I .
- =% st Exit
R X EXLE
t further states that there was a large 3

The autopsy repor
ijrregular defect of the scalp and skull on the right involving

chicfly the parietal bone but extending somewhat into the
temporal and occipital regions, with an actual absence of
scalp and bone moasuring approximately 13 cm, (5.12 inches)

at the greatest djiameter. In non-technical language, this
means that a large scction of the skull on the right side of
the head was torn away by the force of the missile, Photo-
raphs Nos, 5-10 inclusive, 17, 18, 26 - 28, 32-37 inclusive,
44 and 45 portray this massive head wound, and verify that the
jargest diameter vas approximately 1% em, The report further
states that one of the fragments of the skull‘bone,-received
from Dallas, shows a portion of a roughly circular wound pre- I
sumably of exit which exhibits beveling of the outer aspect © 3
the bone, and the wound was estimated to be approximately 2.5
to 3.0 cm, (L to 1.13 inches) in diameteX. X-ray Nos. &4, 5
and 6 show this bone fragment and the embodded metal fragments.
photographs Nos. 17, 18, 44 and 45 show the other half of the
margin of the exit wound; and also shew the boveling of the s
bone characteristic of a wound of exite Plotographs Nos. A4 '
and 45 also show that the point of exit of the missile was

much larger than the point of entrance, being 30 wm, (1.18
inches) at its greatest diamcter., Photographs 5-10 inclusive, ‘ B
32-37 inclusive, 44 and 45 show the location of the head wound, 3
and verify the accuracy of the Warren Commission dravings

(Exhibits 386 and 383, Vol. XVI, ppe 977 and 984) which depict ]

.

the location of the head wound.
NO_OTIER WOUNDS ‘ .
sshed that there ere small metallic :
fragments in the head., HoweveT, careful examination at the
autopsy, and the photographs and x-rays takemn during the autopsy,
revealed no evidence of a bullet or of a major portion of a

pullet in the body off the President and revealed no cvidence
of any missile wouncs othexr than those described above.

The 'x-ray films establ

ook o g R R

wio UTHER AOUNDS." Dr. Humes' sworn testimony

th words under
agnents at any point in the Pres-

s
Note the careful game wi
is that the x-rays revealed no evidence of bullet fr
ident's body except the head. The ofticial solution of the crime cannot stand unless

that testimony is true, for the bullet officially alleged to have wounded the neck,
399, is already impossibly burdened by the requirement that it have produced all ‘of
Connally's wounds as well. Here the doctors say only that the x-rays revezl "no evi-=
dence of a bullet or of a major portion of a bullet in the body of the president" (as
distinguished from the head). #hat this peculiar language cust mean, and as the
second panel later confirmed, is that there are indeed "minor portions of a bullet"
in the President's body, a negation of the official solution.
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This is confirmed by the reort filed by ths panel of medical

eminences convoked by the Department of Justice. On its page 13,
A

under "Heck Region,it states that “Also present”}n that part of q%e

President's body are "several small Iragments. " This one report
alsp is enou?h to eliminate théN$ESpecter invention of his "single
bullet" myth that he began by cslling it a theory and wound up with
S oyl m.'
an even bik bigger lie in which he refers to it as a 'eebelusiebm ™

But however Snecter and fothers seek to pretend that the
aingle-bullet fabrication is real #ewhen it was not and could not

have beég)thése tfragments are e:cough to prove it was felse.

On page 11 of tuis same report by the best PXOeTuo t Juotlce
Department could gather is their statement that the woundxln the
back of the head -was-at the OCLlput‘QDPbﬁ—%¥¥T4 was not alywhere near
that and, like the language eliminate from the Humes substitute for
his actual autopsy report, g%;g;roof of the entire official "sedlutisl
”Bu%s%étdsolution" to the assassination because it places that wound

external
"aporoximately 100 mm. abobe the/occuputal prosurbecrance."

That means the wound was four inches higher than the Jonmission

Said and that alone means 4§the end of the official "solution" an@éf

its lone-assassin preconception which, as we saw, originated inthat

Katzenback memo consniracy.
t
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Neck Regiout Fiims #8, 9 and 10 alloyed visualization of the

lower neck, Subcutaneous‘emphysema is present Just to the right

of the cervical spine immediately above the apex of the right lung,
Also several small metallic fragments are present in this region,

There is no evidence of fracture of efther scapula or of the

clavicles, ot of the tibs ot of any of the cervical and thoracic

vertebrae,

The foregoing observations indicate nha; the pathway of the
Projectile involving the neck was confined to a region to the
right of the spine and superior to a plane passing through the
Upper margin of the right scapula, the apex of the right lung and

the right clavicle, Any other pathvay would have almost certainly

fractured one or more bones of the right shoulder girdle and thorax,

Other Regions Studiec:

No bullets or fragments of bullets

are demonstrated in X-rayed portions of the body other than those

described above, Op film #13, a small round opaque structure, a

little more than 1 mm, in diameter, 1s visible Just to the right of

the midline at the level of the first sacral segment of the spine,

Its smooth characteristics are not similar to those of the pProjectile

fragments seen in the X-rays of the skull and neck,

Examination of the Clothing

Suit Coat (CE 393) A ragged oval hole about 15 mm, long

(verclcally) 16 located 5 cm, to the right of the midline in the

back -of the coat at a Polnt about 12 em, below the upper edge of

the coat collar, A smaller ragged hole which 1s located near the

midline and aboue &4 cm, below the upper edge of the ecollar does not

overlie any corresponding damage to the shirt or skin and appears L

to be unrelated to the wounds or their causation,

S
In describing the all too few x-rays of the "
~arren Keport and the integrity of the autoysy doctors' testimony, Humes had sworn
there were no metallic frag.ents in the neck visiile on the X-rays (2H361). 399 is
clearly muqzémented, yet it had to have cuused the neck wounds for the Comaission's
case to survive, Thus, the panel's statement that "several small metallic fragments
ere present” in the neci: reglou, although lacxing the detail and rrecision that might
be expecied from sucn aminences, is sufficient to prove thal the Report and the autop-
sy findings on which it was based are irreversibly WIong,

neck region" the panel derolishes the
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ARFerToTTy and superiorly.  None-carbeVIFTATIZEMonthe left—side
of-the brain and none below a horizontal plenethrough the 3 loox
of_the anterior—fossa Of the skull. — AW
On one oETf e lateralfizigs of the skull %#2), a hole
measuring appfoximately 8 mm. in diameter on the outer surface of
the skull and as much as 20 mm. on Fhe internal surface can be seen
in profile approximately 100 mm. above the extermal occipital
protuberance, The bone of the lower edge of the hole is depressed,
Also there }s, embedded in the outer table of the skull close to
the lower edge of the hole, a large metallic fragment which on the
antero-posterior film (#1) lies 25 mm. to the right of the midline.
This fragment as seen in the latter film is round and ﬁeasures
6.5 mm. in diameter, Immediately adjacent to the hole on the
internal surface of the skull, there is localized elevation of the
soft tissues. Small fragments of bone lie within portions of thése
tissues and within the hole itself. These changes are consistent
with an entrance wound of the skull produced by a bullet similar
to that of exhibit CE 399.
. ) The metallic fragments visuali;ed within the right cerebral
hemisphere fall into two groups. One group consists of relatively
large fragments, more or less randomly distributed., The second
group consists of finely divided fragments, distributed in a
postero-anterior direction in‘a region 45 mm. long and 8 mm. wide,
As seen on lateral film #2 this formation overlies the position of
the coronal suture; its long axis if extended posteriorly passes
* through the above-mentioned hole, It appears to end-anteriorly
immediateiy below the badly fragmented frontal and parietal bones

.

just anterior to the region of the coronal suture,

.

Here we learn that the entrance wound in the head, never measured. by the autopsy doctors
who preferred to locate it merely as "slightly above" the occipital protuberance, was
actually 100 mm. above that point. No silly millimeter here. That is 4 inches higher
than' the autopsy doctors made out, putting the wound high on the back of the President's
head instead of near the hairline as the doctors swore to and depicted on drawings.

Phis is how the panel "supported" the autopsy reports
590

The foregoing obt
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_ th

= , S~ i N .
Even te victurss I piblished in 2ost Hortem’f like the

foregoing, pnrove there had been a conspiracy.

The first of the few gelgcsed, which appeared on page 597,
is Exhibit 60 in the apology far szriousness in the FBI's report
ordered by the new President as soon as he was back in Washington.
In the Commission's recorfs it is identi_%ied as CD1. gDishonestly,Cﬁ)/
to give the false ihpression that there was a bullet bf;e in the

/
center of the knoﬁqof the Preisdent.'s tie)the FBI 4o the knot

apart and faked the pict.re in the lower #leftzh?nd corner.

(This is the only picture of that tie taken Por—rhe—SommEssion
by the FBI in which any pattern at all can be seen. All the res?
are taken to make it appear that the tie was of a solid black!)
In the lower right-hghd correr it can be seen that on its front.
in the collar area, the President s shirt had two sllts, not

VV‘—M& -1.(,{
bullet holes, and that, made unlike bteaet HoIes" do nmt
even coincide, Iy
(7 L
The next picture, on the next page, is an FBI origininal&bnot
, ot

a copxj’b&i%“l obtained from the B&sDepartment of Justiceegf
that—picture.

Here it is clear that there is no bullet hole in that area and

.
-

that xpﬁlnstegdq*here are rwo slits A=t not onlf de not coincide,
tj%y are nou{éghsame i;iength and they are not in the identical
Perts of the gcollar band, as bullet holes would have been.

The related and entirely uncontradicted Warren Commission
téstimony is that the bullet hole was above the collar and that those
sxiits were fimade by a nurse's scalpel during the ‘err§Eg=2 emergency

pggilprocedures at Parklznd Hospital.

Or, still sgain, proof of both a wcpnspiracy to kill and of
the invalidity of the Warren Report —7y<3n@u1
{7

”/Ojbj/’
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, etc. concerning the Panel
fon. The Panel met in
fts report on
next few days and submitted
m and returned them to me.
mitted them to the Panel
to we and final coples
the Panel for his
rsonally delivered the
ey and he subsequently
wself and the original
ot seen Lt since, but
tment was a photocopy of
ibmltted copy.

saragraph of my letter of
:ndently, deatroyed all

{strict Attorney

el either appeared in
nything in writing.
Justice Department I

. correspondence of yours

uly yours,
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L S. Fisher, M.D.
{edical Examiner

all the panel merbers "not to main=
vecause "it was felt thut estab-

y of the Archivist might be judged
nsferred the autousy waterials to

A of all records was not the answer.
hivist for preservation., With this
norm. See p. 221,

isiieiingisiiﬁigisesgé :2ich thi Cimmission did not dare print because it contains
[ s conclusiona and its and the FBI's integrity. It is de-
g:zib2? tﬁecgﬁgzirwzg,p:igtngigg :2 pggie. The enlargement of the bullet hole in the
) ed by the FBI upside down. The actual hol: incids
actly with the real location of this wound e Ty e ot
hich was lied about. The FBIL
the tie to make it appear that there was "1 A 1 e
a hole in the center. Actually, t
nick was made with a scalpel and was on th ) R et
: e very edge of the knot. It nl
with removal of a semple for scientific te . e Yy
X ° sting. The tests were suppressed bec
zﬁjgspzzzsg ;:oszil:;a:i:h:h; tizdortahirt front. This combinationpgf suppre:szgsgic-
resident was not hit in the back of th
back and that the bullet hole in th : ey
e front of
botell et df fhe enbies "solution.s of his neck was above the shirt. Either is
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LABORATORY

This 1s an actual FBI print, not from the Warren Commission's files, obtained as de-
scribed in Chapter 30, especially beginning on p.328. It has this caption typed on
the back: "Photograph depicting portion of Exhibit 60." It is less clear as part of
FBI Exhibit 60 (p;597) but in even that form shows much more than any picture the
Commission dared print. In itself this picture, presented here for the first time
anywhere, destroys the entire Warren Report and means the falsity could not have been
accidental. It shows not bullet holes but slits. It also shows that when the shirt
is buttoned they do not coincide and on this added basis could not have been made by
a bullet. Note that the slit on the button side is entirely below the neckband while
that on the buttonhole side extends well up onto it. The FBI and the Commission both
knew their representations were false, The Commission blundered into the truth sepa-
rately when Dulles asked Dr. Carrico where the President's front neck wound was and
Carrico told him it was above the shirt. Carrico confirmed this to me when he also
confirmed the obvious, that this damage to the shirt was done when the necktie was
cut off by nurses under his supervision during emergency treatment.
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Even the official pictures of the so-called magic bullet,
%ullet 399, prove fakery of gékevidence and that there had been a
conspirzcy because, among om#other things, these -#BArchive
ﬁictures prove t%at buit_et struck no bone as it had to have in the
President's neck area and in Governor Connally's chest, wrist and
thigh for the official "solu%iﬁon even to b e possible.

As the ca)stion on page 602#tates, gthe metal missing from the
base of that bulles was, clearly, cut out byi@a kna%e, not lost

in shooting.. There also & is no visible scratch on the jacket of

the bullet which is said to have smashed ard broken bones.

| AL
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These are not
(ommission or
FBI pictures.
They were taken
for this work.
‘They whow that
all the metal
tissing from
Bullet 399 was
removed by the
P8I (9.226),
which did not
tell the incur=-
ious Commission
and joined it
in a deliberate
deception and
nisrepresenta-
tion indispen=
sable to the
faked "solution.
The upper pic-
tures oi' the
tase and the

left-hand one of the side clearly show the cutting olf for test~
ing of all the metal micsing frouw this otherwise unscathed bul-

let,
and I had to sue for them.
Report and Commission and F'BI integrity.

602

This is but one of the reasons the tests were suppressed
They and these pictures destroy the
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I recall none of this from the ssays Fetzer collected and
published although that is not because his essayists were not fam-
iliar with Post Mortem. The used enough of it as their original

v -
work. But they omitted The many proofs of different conspiracies

by the government that they %Zepk saw documented, officially
documented, perhaps so they coulﬁfpretend thaj’any proof of
any conspiracy originated by them and what they dreamed up that

is disproven by the official and irrefutable evidence.
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+his is not all, not by any means, included in Post Mortem, which

tge Fetzers have, that proves both a conspiracy to kill the
Gate’ ol el
President and a conspiracy to fake the medi&él\gvidence. 1t is st
most of what I recalled, witzout any real s earch of the book that
I published a quarter of a century ezrlier. ?-L{/~<¢ IL@Qﬁ
Or, what Aguilar says he was "cdrhverging" on was old hat, was
' I
a fquarter of a cenzury old, hardly needing an essay thatis
not correct in some of what it says.
The 4essay is not something new. At best, in parts, it duplicates'
what was old hat, what was a quarter of a centuﬁ@y opid when he quﬁég
began it.
Some of what we have jusr seen is also medical evidence or
bears on the medical part of ke gconspiracy. Bearing on that and
in ?particular proving that Humes perjured himself when he testified
that he had destroyed the autopsy né tes when in Tact it was his
autopsjﬂggg;i;i;eport that he destroyed. There is some duplication
but These official documents are at one point ty make the clear

record that Humes did turn nis notes in, that they are covered by

hat by the time those and other

fficial receipts f
official rec 1p*skiizlﬁa?%zéan §

materials were turfied oveVto ths National ﬁychib@s ¢nd signed fwo
Ay N T B

for by the{President's former secretary) those notes are no longer

’ ol A -

included. This means

that after Humes turned them in and before they
were transferred %o tue sational Archives, those notes were removed
by some official of some executive agency. The onlg avparent purpose
is to keep secret what those notes say that would defeat the Report
of the Varren Commission and wculd bear on the exisdence of one
or more'consoiracies.q?/ﬂ/l/i/-]L e ”Qﬂ% jLOLd¢¢¢%Q% = fﬁ(ﬂ/] , é7zf7
au wlited be Mgt P\/%/j/ﬂﬁ bt ) ol ottt
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This is the original of Humes' certificate that he burned a draft of the autopsy report.

U.S. NAYAL MEDICAL SCHOOL

NATIONAL NAYAL MEDICAL CENTER
BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20014

In reply refer to

M 24 November 1963

C-E-R-T-I1-F-L-C-A-T-E

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 officilally

transmitted all other papers related to this report to

higher authority.

("K ,\fé(w_

J. J. HUMES
CDR, MC, USN

W;{ .70»«9,( .,,-,q\/g/ﬁ,,-.,‘w,{ -;& ( ’{ﬁ.rw’,, ;"
,////é*‘yh 2rj? ////i ///Wzﬁ/ Vt f{/;
s N

(Kizm MWL Vs @ 7/ 2
.(/‘/irﬁ oA gtin, ;1; r:Z¢9{ K/

,¢+»;Z¢ -~
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It is not the same as the copy ,rinted by the Commission, 17H48, which does not include ;
the handwritten approvel of Dr. Burkley. Indeed, vhat can be said when the President's
physician certifies that he accepts and approves the burning of evidence in the crime!
See p, 261.

" This certificate has led to the myth, propagated by Arlen Specter, that Humes
burned his autopsy notes. . "fhe record is plain," Specter told U.S. News and world
Reoort, 10/10/66, "that there had been a series of notes taken by Dr. Humes at the
time of the actual performance of the autopsy which had been destroyed."” Specter
knew bezter, since he put this certificate (absent the Burkley endorsement) into evi-
dence and had it confirmed by Humes (2H373). As the certificate on the next page

makes clear, the "autopsy notes" were preserved, What Humes burned he alternately e
described as "preliminary draft notes" (above) and "that draft" of the autopsy report This, a
later revised, (2H373). publish

Having been assured by Humes that the first draft of the autopsy report had been - made- du
destroyed forever by burning, Specter asked not a si:igle question, not even the simple, -* ‘;ziggzi

indispensable question: Why? On this the Commission's record is barren. Specter,
however, would like the public to believe otherwise., He now claims Humes" “explained A
his reasons (for burningg fully before the Commission"-=-in his testimony. : :

- in his
' .case re!
~ing autc
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U.S. NAYAL MEDICAL SCHOOL

NATIONAL NAYAL MEDICAL CENTER
BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20014 In reply refer to

24 November 1963

C-E-R-T-I-F-1-C-A-T-E

1, James J, Humes, certify that all working papers

associated with Naval Medical School Autopsy Report A63-272

have remained in my personal custody at all times. Autopsy

notes and the holograph draft of the final report were handed

to Commanding Officer, U. S. Naval Medical School, at 1700,. :

24 November 1963, No papers relating to this. case remain in

my possession,

' -
(‘fl ‘\2_\'/\.\\\/\.{_4_-
J. J. HUMES
CDR, MC, USN

Received above working papers this date.

1 Hh .

. H, STOVER

CAPT, MC, USN
Commanding Officer, U.S. Naval Medical School

’ 3% National Naval Medical Center

ort. . ' Mﬂ‘r& vV/VW(, o] (7()/?4‘1%9’( 707{‘»?:" L AT
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This, an original copy, also bears the endorsement of Dr. Burkley absent from the copy

&
published by the Commission. Here Humes makes expl.cit that he never burned any notes
a made during the autopsy. "Autopsy notes and the holograph draft of the final report!
le, were preserved and given to Capt. Stover on November 24, Stover must have received
all autopsy notes because Humes specifies that "all working papers" of the autopsy were

in his possession until the transfer to Stover, after which "no papers relating to this
case remain in my possession." With this transudttal, the mysterious story of the miss-

ing autopsy notes begins. See vp. 145, 261,
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“““not the same because the printed exhibit omlts these two pagese.
. many purposes, among them making 1t imsossible to trace the chain of possession of the

“'in the Commission's published evidence.

. gepved and must-have peen delivered to Dr. Buriley on soveuber 25.

& '

R .

This letter and the receipt which follows are from CD 371, although nsither-appears
when Specter introduced the autopsy papers,
':CE 397, into evidence, he stated ror the record that Ui 547 "is the ideatical document”
" marked CD 371 "for our internal purposes.” (2H373). However, the two documents are

vital autopsy notes.

hany pages ol notes made by all three pathologlsts during the sutopsy were ore=

Vr. Humes trans-
mitted all papers in nis possession to Adpiral Galloway on sovember 24, and here

_ Galloway claims to transult all payers he has, retaining none. Burkley in turn gave

. everything he got trom Galloway to the oecret Jervice on ovember 26, us the following

" ‘peceipt executed that day reveals.
. include but one sheet (two gides) of notes, none of which were made by Humes. See

and there the trail ends. The Commission's records

pPPe 102-5, 247-8, 251<6, The one sheet published directly contradicts the autopsy

findings on a quintessential point, the location of the vack wound. One can only guess

what the suppressed notes reveal. And one cannot avoid asking why the Commission,
charged with evalunting all-facts relating to the assassination, did not obtain or

~ publish the missing autopsy notes, and suppressed the receipts documenting their chain
of possession. See Pe 504 .
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0 drapos, an

. . .
The Commission failed to

,

feceipt is acknovwlod)
following items from

Ore picco of bronze
in transit from cask

Onc carbon copy of 1
O0<ficer, Ue S. Modic
regarding confidenti

dated Nc
shroud U

Cna receipt
a
Ons teceipt dated N¢
pnotpgrnphic film,
to PRS for safokecop!

AR original and six
(Nav.bMedaN)

one receipt from FB
exsminacion of the

Gne letter from Uni
School iLncluding re
findings of trcatme
the Dailas County K
<hat threo carvbon ¢

/ Ona "copy of auvtops)
~which is descridbed
Dr. Gallawcye

Teansmittol Lstter

Au;horizaq&on_fot
Goneral and dated’

' : B N 3% .oe

.

as part of a published e
questions would immediat
1ist are a part of the C
items, readily available
of the criune. The Navy
solution to that criue.




Vi ALANY w dap DI

CULCT wWacdd

——————
v

although nsither apvears
the autopsy papers,

the ideuntical document"

e two documents are
Suppression accomplished
u of possession of the

he autopsy were ore-

5, Dr. Humes trans-
ber 24, and here
Burkley in turn gave

r 26, us the folloving
‘he Commission's records
wade by Humes. oSee
‘adicts the autopsy

ind. One can only guess
thy the Commission,

, did not obtain or
locumenting their chain

Jo b SICAST LEAVICS

’ 3 . > ' '- % i3 > 3 3 ‘- .
©An original and six pink coplos of-Certificate-of Death .

S

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

:

SF THE CHIEF

. ) . Protective Rescarch Secticn R |
. . Novenber 26, 1963 : : Il.

s

’
’

heceipt is acknowlodged this date, Nov. 26, 1963, of the ' o wid
following items from Dr. Geovge G. Burkley: . i
Ono picco of bronze colored matorial inadvertently brokén f ;
in trensit from casket in which body was brought from Dailas. .

0o lcttor - Cortificate of Death of John F. Kennedy = State
of Texas = datdd Nove 22, 1963, .

Ouc carbon copy of lettor dated November 26 from Commanding
Osficer, U. S. Modical School, concerning law and TCpuiatiods
regarding confidential nature of the OVeRniSe. :
Cno receipt dated Nove 22, 1963, for bed shect,'surgical
7 dyapes, and shroud used to covor tho body in transit. * 3
One teceipt dated. Nove. 22, 19063, regarding a carton of
snotograpnic Tilm, undevolopoed except for Xe-rays, delivered
to PRS for safokeopinge . , .

(Nav.bMedoN)

one receipt from FBI for a missilo ;ocovorod during tho
sxapination of the body.

Gne letter from Univorsity of Toxas South West Medical

School imcludiang report from Dr. Clark and sumnzry of their
findings of trcatment and oxamination of the President in

the Dailas County Hospital. Said letter of transmittal states
what threo cavbon copics have beea vetained in that arcad.

/ Ong ‘copy of autopsy report and nozcs of tho-excroaing doctor”
‘which is described in lotter of transmittal Nov. 25, 1963 by
Dr. Gallawaye -, : i .

Teansmitter ~otter and.7 coples of tho above item (autopsy veporit]
Authorization for post morto:n oxamination signod by the Actorney
Coneral are dated  Nove 22, 1993e S PRI : R 11118
‘ T - '...—-.1' ' . - o ' %

Ly S ' o,
X, 5 . - »

:Robert l. Bowc.

Gy on: @ ' s “a 3

' . . R . G I
# . . o . .

. P

- O R

pt even though it is supposed to be included .-

»

The Commission failed to publish this recei

The reason is obvious:

had it been published,

as part of a published exhibit,
questions would immediately hav

1ist are a part of t
items, readily available to it,

CE 397.

e arisen as to why none of the items included in the

he Commission's evidence. That the Commission did not obt
is proof that it did not seek the most basic evidence

ain these

of the entire official’f‘ e

of the crime. The Navy death certificate alone is destructive
solution to that crime. See pp. 102, 307-8.
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1. Cpe broken casket handle

2, Fnvelopes nnabered
of photographs talen at tine of

1, 7 envelopes centalniang 4 x 5

K 5 ervelnpes centalning
! S

Qe
ne image apparent
G. Trvelope contairing

100 x 1275 12 blech and wh
prints 147 x 177; all negatives
that were taken at the antonsy

7. 36 % x 19" bWlack and white prints
37 3 1/2" x A 1/2" hlack ard white [

sparercices 4

color film

27 color positive tran
1 vnexposed pivee of

a. 27 47 x 5" color ncg
g5 £ x 10 coler pr

¢. 1 plastlc kox 9 X 6 1/ x 1
secticns
1 plastic hex centaining pard
5 slides
A third Lox con
1 staliiless steel conta
=atevrial
7 weodcn hoxes,
1-leod shears taken at various
—Carrlete sutepsy protocel
Oricinal signed by TT. Hees,

Letter of transnittal of autopsy

Office Deninrnn
concernd the nIQCess
* cadepia, VS (eripe & 2

ccs)

opig. nemo fr
thite tlouse,
receipt of certain
’ (oriz. & 1 ¢c)

Specinl Officer,

2,

TR .
This is the 1ong-suppressed lemorandun

‘AL AVCHIVES,

1 te 17 containlng hlack ard W

r, pesatives of antopsy raterjal

4 x & expesed {ilm containing no image

=, 1 rall of exposed film from a cole

o X.ray nogatives 14" x 17"
jte prlnts‘ll" x 147: 17 bluck and white

atives of autolsy yheteniaphs
ints of autorsy photograpns

££in blocks of tissue sections plus

taining &4 slides
iner 7" in diateter x 27 containing gross
.

ench 7" x 3 1/27 x 1 /4,

of Prosicert Farnady (orig. L7 ec's) -

- fron Javes K.
inp of film in the preses

om Lt. ¥adenia to JT.

Filps and prints and the processing

APRIL 26, 1565

~ite nepatives
autousy

r casera entirely hlack vith

6 N-tay negatives

and prints pertaining to X-rays

- autopsy photos
rints - autopsy piotos
5 ;

"

v
v
4>

containing

paraf{ir blocks of tissue

coptaining 5F slides--
tifms Crripy life

patholorist .
report forig. € 1 cc)

Fox to SAIC Rewck fov. 29, 1963,
¢ of Lt (j8) V-

¥, Fox. Y. S. Szcret Service,
29, 10¢3, ‘concerning

aated Hov.
thereof

27O
s @y
| e B i T

I

of Transfers See vpPe 166, 288, 405,
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Yhite negatives

v raterjal

‘ely hlack with.

. 6 X-ray negatives
17 black and white
wining to X-Tays

m

oto

opsy photos

<
-
)

s

‘Cir Slocks of tissue

isue sections plus

* conteining gross
tainine 6F slides--
-(OTIQ. 4 7 ec's) -

§ 1 cc) ’

vek Dov.e 29, 1963,

nee of Lt (Jg) V.

.. Sscret Service,
063, concerning
ozessing thereof

e
/'? :} f4

s, < e

‘_-." ’

¢

sp. 166, 288, 405.

SN

-2 -

of preliminary ore ¢fs notes on protocol

Certificate of des struction
por. J. J. Hures)

of avtorsy (1 cc signed by

reproduction of memo froz Cordr. John I
ng (hief of raticlepy, to loy M.
tirg Xeray filnms

Criz. £ 1 cc and One xeTO
riersale, #.C.. $.S.K., Actls
Fellaruan, ASAIC, e G Secret anrvicr, recar
cated 11-22-€3.

epinfiy repTalnation of meso fros Francis X. Q'eill Jr.. Apent

7oL, vnd Javes W. Slhert  to Capt. J. W, Stever, Commanding Cfficer,

ve ttediesl Schecl, vegarding receipt of sissile, dated 11-22-63.

lcc of Ictt\r dnted tuc, 3, 1063 % fror SAIC Fouck to Capt. J. 1. Stover,
Jr., NG, USN, copcerning oraphic filn holders, ,

LSN, Nev. 27, 1963 to oy H.

ca wero frew Captain Stever, C,

vagp
wan
lellenman ccrcnrnin~ receint of puc;ekr1ﬂhic matcr: 1.
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Aside from the proof of conspiracies and of othor criminal
é%gts by government, th: government that came into power only by
fhe assassination of the elscted President, is it not also
sickening “hi% partic ularﬁly when the head of government was
assa881nated’}the successor government could be so dishonest, coui?ﬁ
begin by @on°oiring not tof%nvestigatj t%gt Acrime but to fzke a

S0l ution? (l/btgl\ﬂ}’l qud VNG , datid "'%b/f_ JLad o the
Yy %@ vin wd VWN%f/ 5‘ kd /W/ f‘JA%@#mM{‘7 ey,
LVQL“A( And how could kthe successor governmnent not be aware of the

suspicion tha®t flows ffom so dishonorable, so disnonest, so very
wrong hbehavior tnat, for all vractical purposes 1nvo’ve¢/ﬁuuh of
%he governmint.

All of this and ever so much more like it was available Ebol
all the Fetzers and they were tot;ll@y ignostant of igt.

Frin whas Yethey wroted ablyway.

And only now claim to 3converge" on it,

g, 4 . <
(for a blgtent illudstration of Fetzer taking wredit for

what he had nothing at all to do with, see the quotation of the

story in his university newspaper in vhe last chapter.)'



