s -

. ’ THE ASSASSINATION OF SENATOR ROBERT F. KENNEDY

I
Almost nobody has noticed, but the official theerye: }
of the assassination of Senator Robert F. Kennedy has'fallenhih:

apart.

These are the most troublesome problems raised by

the evidence now available:

1. The autopsy establishes that Senator Kennedy

‘was shot three times at point-blank range. The bullets

entered back to froht The fatal bullet entered Senatorjt
Kennedy s head behind his right earéga a dlstance of 1 to’
1-1/2 inches. 7

These facts are not in dispute, yet no credlble

witness places Sirhan's gun in a p051t10n to have flred these

bullets. -

gun 2 to 3 feet in front of Senator Kennedy. Pete Hamill,

'Frank Burns, and others who saw the shootlng at close range

are unequivocal on thls p01nt= that Sirhan's gun was never
close to the place from which the bullets were flred that

1nfllcted the wounds described 1n the autopsy.

Karl Uecker and Richard Lubic were closest to the

actual shootlng. Thls is what they saw:

The consensus of eyewitness testlmonv places Slrhan sg*'m
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- at the time of the original investigation into the assassinatioﬁﬁ

’ relatively—undamaged bullets (or technidally—p;oficiéanphoté;
‘graphs of these bulleté) that'wékebremovéd‘from-SénéégffKénﬁedyfé

" neck and William Weisel's stomach. These experts report fhatf

 from the same gun. Mr. William Harper, a leading California 
7'¢riminalist whose findings raised the first seridus'queéﬁidns

5  fabQut the'ballistics evidence in the case, éonCIuded:F

"'ﬁt the convention of the American Academy of FQrensic1Scién¢é 
'fin‘Chicago iﬁ Februéry.-‘fhe‘experis agreed that this evidéﬁcek
3;‘required a reopening‘of’the investigation, ana‘thaf religplé!;
i scienfific measures could be.takenpthgtiwouid:helpféiearfﬁbJ

at,least'éome.Of'the cohfusibn,ifE-

- Uecker: = "There was a distance of at least 1-1/2
' -+ feet between the muzzle of Sirhan's gun :
~and Ser.ator Kennedy's‘head...There;isﬁnof
way the shots described in the autopsy
. could have come from Sirhan's gun."

Lubic: .. "The muzzle of Sirhan's gun was 2 to 3 -
: - feet away from Senator Kennedy's head.
- It is nonsense to say that he fired bul-

lets into Senator Kennedy from a distance

of 1 to 2 inches, since his gun was never. -

anywhere that near to Senator Kennedy." .

2 These witnesses told these facts to the authqritiés /

2. -“Leading ballistics experts have examined-thel

it is very uhlikely that these two bullets could have been‘fi#é@

“"...Two guns were being fired concurrently in
the kitchen pantry of the Ambassador Hotel atfjﬂ;
the time of the shooting...It is extremely = .-
unlikely that any of the bullets fired by the -
Sirhan gun ever struck the body of Senator
Kennedy." : :

A panei of ekpértsﬂahalyzed.the.balliétic evideﬁcéq 
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,glvaennedy s neck, and ‘that therefore the bullets that hlt N

One member of the panel Professor Herbert MacDonell
'f:a world-renowned authorlty in foren51c pathology, stated |
“;lflatly, "The bullet removed from Senator Kennedy s neck could“
not have come from Slrhan Slrhan s revolver " e |

Professor MacDonell based thlS conclusion on a study

of the cannelures on the bullets recovered from Senator ddfhf

'Kennedy s neck and Mr. Weisel's stomach. "Cannelures" are“
"ffknurls engralned 1nto the bullet when it is formed PrOfeSj
Asor MacDonell reports that the Kennedy bullet, a .22 1ong- ‘
rlfle mlnlmag, ‘has one cannelure, while the Weisel bullet has
two. The eight empty cartrldge cases taken from Sirhan's
Iver~Johnson revolver were made by the Cascade Manufacturlng‘
.cCompany of Lewiston, Idaho, whlch has 1nformed Professor"
:V;fMacDonell that it has never manufactured any .22 long-rlfle
7bullets w1th one cannelure.x' | | g

| 3. Bullets from a gun test flred by the LAPD
crlmlnallst, DeWayne Wolfer, were entered into ev1dence at ;
Au31rhan s trlal as Exhlblt 55. Mr. Wolfer testlfled that these

bullets matched the bullet that was recovered from Senator

Senator Kennedy could only have been fired by the gun he had
“test flred The serlal number of that gun, lnscrlbed 1n

Mr. Wolfer's handwrltlng on Exhibit 55, is H18602.' The;f
. serial. number of Slrhan s gun is H53725._>;1I’1 e




" Senator Kennedy--one,

Mr. Wolfer says this dlscrepancy is the result of

B clerlcal error "

| the LAPD. Requests to test flre (or reflre) H53724 have bee

 refused.

Thus, at‘this time, it is impossible to discover”b”

'whether‘sirhan's_bun, H53724, has ever been test flred.‘ﬂBu:
the sworn testimony of-Mr. Wolfer is that the bullets that
rrkllled Senator Kennedy were flred by a dlfferent gun, HlSEOZ;
and no other gun in the world | | ) | _
| 4.. Slrhan S gun could and did flre eight bullets.

One bullet was recovered from each of the five. bystandersfwho

Were shot in the pantrv Two bullets were recovered f“om}r

shattered, frOM‘hls head (the fatal

bullet), and the other, discussed above, from his neck.

- Thus, seven of the elght bullets that Sirhan could have
“flred have been recovered.‘ An elghth bullet 1s off1c1ally”
described as "lost in the celllng interspace." d |
Another bullet ex1tel Senator Kennedy s chest,‘hf

'“and Stlll another passed through the rlght shoulder pad of
'hlS jacket. The LAPD removed three panels from the sound— gy
 paneling below the ceiling and booked them as ev1dence becaf‘w
d&l'they contalned bullet holes. R
' The off1c1al explanatlons of how elght bullets L

: caused all thls damage are varled and confu51ng.'_Bpt_no_w




~ another panel,

J‘bullet welgh%ed 39 gralns when flred

fment is stlll in her scalp

~ to have been found in the pantry.

" the authorltles. “The LAPD and the offlce of the Dlstr

o Attorney now say this report was 1naccurate.

g ”antS they know are false-‘

AL "No one saw any other weapon, "

matter how many theories are advanced ©One fact is 1nescapable'

if only eight bullets were flred ‘One bullet had to enter one

of the celllng panels, bounce off the floor above, exit l,”f
-and end flnally 1n one of the bystanders.~'

The official pPosition is that the bullet removed

‘from Mrs. Evans' head dld thlS. Mrs. Evans had lost her shoe*

‘and was Stooped over to retrleve it when she was hlt 1n the

forehead by a bullet ‘that progressed 1nto her scalp ‘Thlsw

.Thlrty—one‘grainsﬂﬁ‘ﬂf
were removed from Mrs. Evans' head, and an additional frag-

It should be added that at the t1me of the

'assas51natlon at least one-more bullet was rellably reportedﬂ

An AP wirephoto taken on L

June 5, 1968, shows two policemen examining what the AP cap-rn\

tion describes as a "Bullet Found Near Kennedy Shootlng Scene.7

It is located in a door frame that was booked 1nto ev1dence by

.J.Ct “

5. The local authorltles have tried to relnforce

their version of events by contlnually repeatlng two state~l‘m

as Dlstrlct Attorney Busch

lfhas put it to Stern Maga21ne, and others. In fact,“Mr'

-”Busch knows there was at least one other gun 1n the




' - ments about the eyewitness testlmony is Mr.

: The man that Mr. Lubic saw "

- hav1ng fired this gun.

. Kennedy--a statement that should be compared w1th the

“testlmony of eyew1tnesses ‘Summarized 1n Item 1 (above).
'Perhaijevenvmore revealing than. these general miSstate;y

‘when he is asked to name one such eyew1tness. “Karl

- Uecker," ‘he sald on NBC s Tomorrow show. _He;told_stern i

were flred

'Rlchard Lublc is among those who saw that gun-IJﬁ' .

‘saw a man in a guard's unlform standlng a couple of feet

‘to my left behlnd Senator Kennedy.

"He had a gun ln hls.
hand and was pointing it downward.? |

s

in a guard's unlform" was

one Thane Eugene Cesar, a part-time security guard.fﬂﬁ

Mr. Cesar has acknowledged that he was standlng Just

behind Senator Kennedy, that he was carrylng a gun, and

that he drew it “to protect Senator Kennedy " ”He'denies

Busch s replyﬁ



i

"HAD TO HIT OTHEK ' TARCETS, SINEE HE Coved HARDLY HAVE SHsT 54:/\/47314

. to regaln any credlblllty w1th people who know the facts,

. dMagazine, "We have a wltness who saW‘that Slrhan s

weapon was rlght at Kennedy s head...Karl Uecker. He{s
our man." B | : L

I have included an' excerpt from‘Mr'., Uecker s statement“

- with the general Summary of eyew1tness testlmony.

'aBut Ln
v1ew of Mr.

Busch's descrlptlon of Mr. Uecker astour
man," it may be useful to- quote Mr. Uecker's-statement'
in full- |

"I have told the police and testified durlng the

. trial that there Was a distance of at least 1- -1/2

S feet between the muzzle of Sirhan's qun and Senator

T Kennedy's head. The revolver was dlrectly in
. front of my nose. After Sirhan'

v- pushed his hand that held the re

purshed him onto the Steam table.

 There is no way
that the shots desc

rlbedvin‘the autopsy could have
-~ come from Sirhan's gun. When I told this to the .

. authorities, they told me that I was wrong. But I R
'+ Trepeat now shat I +old them then: Sirhan never .
. . got close enough for a p01nt-blank shot, never.?“

It is worth notlng that Mr ‘Uecker has ralsed Stlll

another problem. At leasc four bullets hlt Seqator

Kennedy or his clothlng. If Slrhan was “pushed onto

' the steam table" after flrlng two shots, it is dlfflcult;

'to see how he could have fired four shots that hlt
, THE S/X OTHER ByLL

Eﬂs.xmwwﬂ.ﬁfgb wWodrd H&M?
' Senator Kennedy.

- KENNEDY FRIM LEIAD 47 %/nl.r—-II beauK RaNse wuiE HE WAS étgdoo 4

ON THE ST TAS Le

- If the Los Angeles authorltles want thelr theory




’vffwhlch to date they have 1gnored concealed, or. dlstorted. The-*

' seem to belleve that repeatlng mlsstatements will make them

“.come true,

- The loss .was too staggerlrg, the facts were too obv1ous.:fit
.'was hard enough to move on w1thout maklng matters even: more

‘difficult by picking at a scar so close to the heart.

- found myself hoping that the local authorities would proVide
"satlsfactory explanatlons for the troublesome problems thatw
Carose. T hoped that they too would be dlsturbed by the

,'1ncon51sten01es and gaps in the ev1dence, and would therefore

'vdurlng the shootlng in the Ambassador Hotel pantry. He 1s a

will have to deal w1th thls eyew1tness and balllstlcs ev1dence,

or that awkward questlons Can be made to go away byr
1mpugn1ng the questloners., This approach is designed to make
doubters appear unhlnged or self- seeklng and so to llmlt
1nterest in the case to a discredited. frlnge, thus dlscourag
ing thoughtful people from getting 1nvolved. |
| Like many others, I tried for a long time. tohaVOid

anythlng connected with the assass1nat10n of Senator Kennedy

When I finally began to look 1nto the evldence; I

be willing to conduct tests thet could help get at the truth ‘
I discussed the case privately with these‘authOritles
over the course of a year before I joined with ?aul Schrade‘to

raise questlons publlcly. Mr. Schrade almost lost hlS 11fe

man of rare quallty and Splrlt. we belleved that the force””*



~ "new" evidence, as if old ev1dence becomes 1rrelevant 1f one

"'51mply suppresses or 1gnore it untll 1t has aged.

'h'aggres51vely trumpeted falsehoods dlssuade further 1nvestlga—*

o a gcmble at reasonable odds. For there will be no outcry

‘}ﬂfrrisk their reputations to press for reopening the case

‘733;5to "current kook") Whlch takes us full 01rcle.' how can we

- of our questions would arouSe enough public concern to-

-encourage OfflClal cooperatlon in a quest for adequate answers.

It is now apparent, however, that no. matter how grave{
the questlons, and no matter who asks them, the off1c1als mo”H
directly concerned are determlned to stonewall as long as
they can. Thelr mmsstatements grow more strldent, and theyl
- are dug in to resist any ef -ort to explore the problems |
tposed_by the evidence. They will continue to say that the‘

.case is closed because Slrhan was conv1cted and there‘lswno“

of course stonewalllng involves the rlsk that
'_fallure compounds one's difficulties. But, by~def1n;t1on,rm%
.: stonewalling does not fail if it succeeds - that is, if

emwmz\ww’,‘j

~ tion, the falsehoods go genera&iy-undetectedA So *the present S

. policy of the Los Angeles authorities is a gamble, but lt i
for a new investigation if people do,not know the factSqtf
B that'warrant an outcry_- and they cannot know these factsﬁ

if there isn't adequate media coverage; If there is no,ph

.» ."'Publi'c ‘outcry, few peO’ple_‘,i‘.n‘ PO‘Sition‘s':of 'infl:uencel wj"_llw ‘

'(my wife says I am now in tran51t from “"former Congressman"‘ﬂ*
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fﬁ; that merit front-page. treatment in Europe go vlrtually unreporte,

' .closest to the scene of the murder.

. United States.

o anything that will get much medla attentlon, short of someoneu_

get '‘a fresh, 1ndependent 1nvest1gat10n 1f the facts that demandr
“such an 1nvestlgatlon are. s*onewalled 1nto nonex1stence°‘

| The reason most frequently given for the absence of
coverage is a varlatlon on the OfflClal excuse for 1nactlon-b
facts about thisg case, however significant, are ‘not "new "7.
Sometimes this seems to mean that if a newsboy s 1nsomn1acd
.grandmother once heard somethlng on a late-nlght talk show;,
'1n Dubuque, the rest of the publlc can't - flnd out about 1tud

unless they happen to know her.

But even this reasonlng cannot eXplaln why developments

51n the ‘United States. Few Amerlcans have ‘heard, for example,“f
about the conclu51ons of the panel of balllstlcs experts c1ted
'above, or know abouvt the plea of four of the bystanders who f;

'”were shot, or have sren the statements of the w1tnesses ”'*?

Recently, several Stern Maga21ne reporters conducted
an extended 1nvestlgatlon. r"heJ.r flndlngs wern detalled 1n 5
cover_story entltled, "The Real Murderer [of Robert Kennedy]
- Is Still Free." Those flndlngs were not. reported 1n the Fas

Given these experlences, 1t's hard to think of

}fjconfe551ng on the Capltol steps. And meanwhlle the Amerlcan t

o
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Public has no way to discover.that a crime that'ehangedfthe

i _lf*”fﬁw;"course of our hlstory is unsolv. 2d, with all the. potentlally

‘_;enormous 51gn1flcance that fact may hold for the future of
' ._ . the'Nation. | |

If the stonewalllng succeeds, we will ‘be compoundlng

tthe tragedy of Robert Kennedy S . murder. For what commands

- reopening of thls case is not*curiosity, nor devotlon to

abstract concepts of justice, nor sentlmentallsm .about "

Senator Kennedy. -

-~ already past.
. Since the welght of the ev1dence‘now avallable"d
. confllets SO sharply w1th the OfflClal vers1on of what hap-:

‘,'pened, a number of w1dely~accepted sc1ent1f1c tests have:'

“ﬂt been proposed to help resolve these confllcts. These‘lnclude

‘ the follOW1ng.

1. Test flre the S rhan gun (H53725), and convene

"'trflred ‘£rom the same gun. ffﬁ”»

Celle
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‘“who have spe01al reason to hold no- brlef for Slrhan, have
‘{ﬁexpressed dlssatlsfactlon wit h the present state of the case

-iand have asked that it be reopened
‘or guilt, the;judiCial‘process wQuld be‘the logical‘andﬂprop°"
way to resolve it. But Sirhan could~be foundrinnocent[fn
'fAtrlal and we ‘would Stlll net know who was re3pon51ble for

"_the assa851natlon of Senator Kennedy. Or he could: be founo

“h»gullty, and we would not know if he had acted alone.‘

}out all the .facts, wherever they may lead, is clearly the1»4

" cated and require very little effort.

11nvestlgatlon, or’ they might show beyond a reasonable doubt

© .which. fThe. fact that they are not cannot be allowed to

 close the matter. - " .

‘r:ohave learned from the events of the past two years.fj:'

A

If the problem were 51mply an 1nd1v1dual s 1nnocenc

An 1ndependent 1nvest1gat10n commltted to seeklngb

best way to proceed at thlF point. The first steps for such

an 1nvest1gatlon have been outllned above. ‘Theyfareuuncomp:
These stepu might obv1ate the need for further f’
that - the official" theory is defectlve° one would thlnk th"
authorltles would be as eager as anyone else to flnd out
That, if nothlng else, the Amerlcan people shoul‘

Allard K. Lowensteln
Long Beach, New York
Aprll 1975
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