From: "Rex Bradford" <rexbradford@gmail.com>
To: ‘"jerrycatchall@comcast.net” <jerrycatchall@comcast.net>

Subject: Re:
Date: Sunday, June 03, 2007 7:55:43 PM

Jerry,
Thanks very much for your fine essay. Below are my comments for your consideration:
Paragraph 1 - In describing the flight path of CE 399, you skipped Connaliy's wrist.

Paragraph 4 - "The FBI knew ... the nick in the tie." The FBI didn't even acknowledge the throat wound in their repor,
which | always found amazing. Given that, their treatment of the slits is strange. You'd think if they were ignoring the
throat wound, they would be ok with the slits being caused by a scalpel. | don't quite understand their "reasoning”, if
that is the right word here. | don't know what I'm suggesting in terms of edits here - just that it's not clear what the FBI
was trying to do here.

Footnote 2 - There should be a dash in the last reference: i.e., 62-109060-1781.
Footnote 6 - Needs a period at end.

Footnote 7 - I'm not familiar with this Nov 1963 summary to Blumberg - | presume you're not talking about his 1965
reports. Also, J. Lee Ranking has Lee as "lee".

Footnote 9 - The last sentence is overlong and hard to follow and | think should be rewritten. Also "burden's" doesn't

need the apostrophe.

Footnote 12 - The last footnote paragraph | presume should be footnote 12, even though it's unmarked. More
substantively, it seems to me that the implication that Tague caused the WC to invent the SBT has it backwards, and is
unsupported by the chronology. The SBT was well along when Tague was magically discovered by Barefoot Sanders
and brought to the WC's attention. The Zapruder film timing problem was what originally necessitated the SBT; once
they had 2 bullets doing all the shots, Tague could be brought out of cold storage for the extra bullet. Don't you think?
Also, the last sentence has "Army's to ballistic man" - the "to" should be deleted | presume?

Good essay - let me know what you think of the above and I'd be happy to publish it on the Mary Ferrell Foundation
website, and put the first couple of paragraphs and a link on the www.reclaiminghistory.org biog.

Rex

On 6/3/07, jerrycatchall@comcast.net < jerrycatchall@comcast.net> wrote:

http://mailcenter3.comcast.net/wme/v/wm/46643774000BCC8F000039FC22155934140404... 6/4/2007
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A
Writing Proposal

Re: Bradford Piece

The Warren Commission concluded that there was only one gunman involved in the
assassination of President John F. Kennedy. This assertion rested on what in the JFK
assassination literature is called the “single-bullet theory.” This theory, as Vincent
Bugliosi rightly points out, “is a sin qua non” to the Commission’s single assassin and
esscntial supporting contention that Texas Governor John Connally and Kennedy were
hit by the same bullet. In his book, Reclaiming History, Bugliosi embraces the single-
bullet theory without fear or trembling." This theory, largely the creation of Arlen
Specter, asserts that one shot entered the back of the President’s neck near the right
shoulder, transmitted his neck without striking bone, exiting through his shirt collar and
tie, and entered Connally’s chest under his right arm pit, smashing four inches off his
fifth rib before exiting under his right nipple, after which, with enough residual kinetic
energy, it penetrated his left thigh just under the skin before it came to a stop.

Bugliosi’s assertion that the single-bullet theory is based on substantial or
irrefutably convincing evidenced is so removed from reality as to defy caricature or
parody.

The first FBI laboratory reports on Kennedy’s clothes revealed that the holes in
his coat and shirt submitted to both X-ray and spectrographic analysis showed traces of
copper (bullet metal) around the edges of the holes. This was forensically consistent with
JFK having been shot in the back with copper-jacketed ammunition. The same tests run

on Kennedy’s collar and tie showed no bullet metal was found in the surrounding fabric.



Rather than admit that the slits in the President’s collar and nick in his tie were not
caused by an assassin’s bullet, the FBI lab report noted that the slits had the
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characteristics of an exit hole for a bullet fragment.” (My italics).
7

The FBII/thz.n the origin of the slits and the nick in the tie were not caused by a
bullet fragment, but it was essential to stay on message: The official story decided upon
over the weekend of the assassination was locked into all the shots originating from

2.
above and to the rear of the presidential limo(s/o,/the FBI was willing to go the extra mile
and pretend that a fragment from the bullet that struck Kennedy from the rear caused thc
“holes,” the report’s description, in the collar and the nick in the tie.

However, the inescapable fact is that the FBI and the Secret Service maintained
from the outset that the shooting scenario was three shots and three hits: JFK was hit by
two bullets and a separate shot hit Connally. While this disagreement remained secret
there is nothing in the released official record indicating that either agency altered its
conclusions to bring them in line with the Warren report.’ Clearly both the FBI and the
Commission’s shooting scenarios could not have been right. (In fact, neither was.) But
Reclaiming History makes no credible effort to resolve this contradiction and salvage the
single-bullet explanation, the Commission’s “sin qua non” for the Warren report’s lone
assassin conclusion. It must be noted that according to the official record, the FBI, the
Commission’s investigative arm, made no bones about the fact that it believed the
Commission’s explanation of the shooting was impossible.’

It was politics, and only politics, that drove and shaped the evidence in the



\Q QJ&/V:\(W)‘{}Q 6

government’s investigation into the Kennedy assassination. For example, in March 1964
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Commission counsel Arlen Specter went to Parkland Memorial Hospital to depose
doctors, nurses, and administrators involved in treating the stricken President and
Connally. Dr. Charles J. Carrico was the first physician to examine the agonal Kennedy,
whose breathing was spasmodic and his color cyanotic (bluish gray) symptoms
associated with a terminal patient. Because iime was critical the attending nurses took
scalpels and cut off Kennedy’s clothes. In their haste to free the patient from his clothes
one of the nurses nicked the tie and left two slits in his shirt collar. As Carrico explained
tv Specter the use of scalpels was “the usual practice” in a medical emergency ©
nature. Allen Dulles, who accompanied Specter to Dallas, asked Carrico twice to show
him the location of the hole in Kennedy’s anterior neck. The Parkland doctor responded
on both occasions locating a point above the collar line. So Specter had unimpeachable
testimony that would have persuaded any good faith investigation to have ruled out the
Commission’s single-bullet explanation. (My italics ).’

Bugliosi makes a lame attempt to give support to the Commission’s shooting
scenario by noting that Dr. Pierre A. Finck, one of the Bethesda Naval Hospital

prosectors who performed the Kennedy autopsy,
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examine the President’s clothes during the Bethesda autopsy he was blocked by an
“officer who outranked me told me that my request was only of academic interest.” It was
during the autopsy when Finck’s examination of the collar would have had some
legitimate evidentiary value. ’

If the FBI has a reasonable doubt or even a fleeting suspicion that the “holes” or
perforations in JFK’s collar were caused by a bullet or a missile fragment it would have
subjected the collar to testing to determine whether the “holes™ or slits overlapped or
coincided and whether the fibers around the perforations were pointing in or out. The
specialist who wouid have conducted these tests was SA Paul M. Stombaugh, the FBI’s
chief hair and fiber expert. Stombaugh did appear before the Commission but during his
lengthy testimony not a single question was asked about an examination of JFK’s collar
and whether in his expert opinion the slits or “holes” in the collar overlapped.®

Was Stombaugh ever tasked to run a fibers test on JFK”s clothes? According to
Robert A. Frazier, the FBI’s firearms expert, Stombaugh ran these tests on JFK’s collar
and tie. In 1977 Frazier was deposed in a FOIA suit brought by prominent JFK
assassination researcher Harold Weisberg. Frazier was under oath and admitted that
Stombaugh ran tests on the collar and tie. He also admitted that Stombaugh made a
report. Whatever the results, that report in not in the Warren report or the 26 volumes of
testimony and exhibits. Frazier also intimated that the nick in the President’s tie was
result of a knife or scalpel cut.”

The Warren Commission, despite all the testimony and evidence to the contrary



insisted: “These two holes fell into alignment on overlapping positions when the shirt
was buttoned.”"" Now Commission exhibits include photographs of Kennedy’s coat (CE
393). his shirt (CE 394). and the tie (CE 395). What the Commission did not include was
a picture of the coilar because it dared not. The slits (not holes) clearly do not coincide
and any claim of alignment is patently untrue."'

In its own unique way Reclaiming History is a masterful prosecution brief. But in
his crusading zeal to reclaim the Warren Comimission for History the author has allowed
his critical facilities to go on French leave. His command and understanding of the ﬁlé &

relevant facts surrounding the single-bullet theory are so minimal that it approaches the

vanishing point. .
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? Director FBI to SAC Dallas, Urgent, 11/26/1963, FBI HQ JFK File, 62-109060-421; Jevons to Conrad,
11726/1963, FBI HQ JFK Assassination File, 62-109060-1086; Hoover to James J. Rowley,Chief of U.S.
Secret Service, 12/5/1963, FBI HQ JFK Assassination File, 62-1090601781.

¥ For the FBI’s three shots and three hits see “Investigation of Assassination of President John F. Kenned,
November 22, 1963,” Federal Bureau of Investigation, United States Department of Justice, J. Edgar
Hoover, Director (This is the first Warren Commission document and is referred to as CD 1.) The report
was rushed and slipshod. It spent fewer than 60 words describing the assassination. For more on the shoddy
nature of the report see Gerald D. McKnight, Breach of Trust: How the Warren Commission Failed the
Nation and Why (University Press of Kansas, 2005), 27-28.

* In 1966 the media drew attention to these irreconcilable discrepancies about the shooting. When this was
brought to Hoover’s attention he wrote on the bottom of the memo, “We don’t agree with the Commission
as it says one shot missed entirely & we contend all three shots hit.” See Rosen to DeLoach, 11/22/1966,



FBI' HQ JFK Assassination File, 62-109060-4267. For a more detailed treatment of this issue see
McKnight, Breach of Trust, Chapters 8 and 9.

* Investigation of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy, Hearings Before the President’s
Commission on the Assassination of President Kennedy (Washington D.C.: U.S. Government Printing
Office, 1964), Volume 111, 361-362 for Carrico’s exchange with Specter and Dulles. (Hereafter cited as 3H
361-362).

& Reclaiming History, pp. 400-401

’ See Finck’s revised November 1963 “Summary” to General Blumberg, Otis Historical Archives, National
Museum of of Health and Medicine, AFIP, 3. ] have the same reservations about Hoover’s assurances to
Commission chief counsel. J. lee Rankin, that the “ragged slitlike hole [sic] and the ends of the torn threads
arcund the hole were bent outward. “Characteristics,” the director insisted, “typical of an exit hole for a
projectiie j Note that Hoover used the term “projectile,” which could be any object in motion and avoids
bullet, which is telltale. The FBI boss, the man formally in charge of the investigation into the JFK

the FBI have maintained that there-were three shots—Two-hit Kennedy and a separate bullet struck
Connallyl Heover to Rankin, March 23, 1964, FBIHQ Oswald File, 105-82555-278%:

For Stombaugh’s April 3, 1964, Commission testimony see 4H 56-88.

? For Frazier’s February 1977 deposition see Harold Weisberg vs. U.S. Department of Justice and U.S,
Energy Research Development Administration, Civil Action 75-226, U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia, February 24, 1977, 61-62.
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Warren Commission Report, 92.

"' The best picture of the FBI photograph of Kennedy’s shirt collar can be found in Harold Weisberg’s
Never Again (New York: Carroll and Graf, 1995), 245; there is also one in Breach of Trust. A quick
examination of Kennedy’s coat (CE 393) he was wearing that day in Dallas vividly reveals the great tears
made by scalpel-wielding nurses to prepare Kennedy for emergency medical attention.



