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government to examine the
. tion evidence at the National Archives,
Trouble is, he reported in August 1972,
the president’s brain is missing from
the medico-degal exhibits at the Ar-
chives. So are certain important skin
sections taken from the point where
bullets were supposed to have entered
the scalp and upper back of JFK. So
are photos of the sections. Neverthe-
less, even without the missing materials,
Dr. Wecht concludes that the physical
evidence which he has examined

doesn’t support the Warren Commis- .

sion’s findings. “More than one per-
son,” he says, “was involved in the
shooting of President Kennedy.”
Wecht says he bases his conclusion
on an analysis of the famous single
bullet (Commission Exhibit 399)
which the Warren Commission said
was supposed to have cntered the right
side of the president’s back, coursed
through the uppermost portions of the
thorax and mediastinun and emerged
just over the knot of the president’s-tie_
—then entered the right side of Gov-
ernor Connally’s back (breaking his
right fifth rib), emerged from his chest,
shattered a bone in his wrist and en-
tered his left thigh. After all this the
bullet had only lost two grains from
its original weight and, said Wecht,
the upper two centimeters of the bullet
, “show no grossly visible deformities,
" areas of .mutilation, loss of substance
or any kind of significant scathing.”
There is one small piece that was re-
fioved from the bullet’s iacket by an
FBI agent “for spectrographic analysis™
(which analysis might show that JFK
and Connally were not hit by the same
buliet).
Furthermore, says Wecht, there was
somcthing strange about the trajectory
of that bullet from the sixth floor of the
Texas Schoel Book Depository. It was
supposed to have been traveling down-
ward and passing through JFK from
right to left. It should, therefore, have
missed Governor Connally completely.
Under the Warren Commission's hy-
pothesis the bullet may have made an
acute angular turn in midair. Wecht
believes a second assassis may have
been firing at JFK from the rear, pos-
sibly even from the front, but he says
he cannot know for sure until he ex-
amines the materials that are missing.
* Robert Groden, a young expert
in optics from New York City, has
magnified the central part of each
frame of the Zapruder film and pro-
duced what he calls a reframed copy.
The result is like 2 new film of the
assassination, made through a zoom
Iens, with much of the jiggle removed.
Now, even more starkly than before,
to the lay observer at least, it appears
that the shot which took off the top
of the president’s head and splattered
two trailing police motorcycles came
from the front. The president’s head
clearly snaps back and to the left. Mrs.
" Kennedy's description of the president
" at that moment was deleted from her
testimony as published by the Warren
Commission, but her actual words, re-
Ieased by the Archives in 1972, may be
significant here: 1 was trying te hold
his hair on. But from the front there
was nothing. I suppose there must have
becn. But from the back you could see,
you know, you were trying to hold his
hair on and his skull on.”
Groden, who reconstituted the Zap-
ruder film from a pirated copy belong-
ing to Time Inc.. his had i 6m shann

- port, whose existence would have
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President Ford's choice of David W.
Belin, an alumnus of the Warren Com-
mission and chairman of Lawyers for
Nixon-Agnew in 1968, as executive di-
rector of thz Rockefeller Commission’s
“blue ribbon panel™ may be a tip-off of
the limits Ford and Rockefeller intend-
ed 1o place on the inquiry.

Few staffers on the Warren Commis-
sion seem as open to question as David
Belin."In 1971, Sylvia Meagher, one of
the most respected Warren Commission
critics, charged that Belin suborned the
perjury of an important witness in Dal-
las when the witness's testimony scemed
helpful to a commission straining to
find someone who could place Lee Har-
vey Oswald on the sixth floor of the
Texas School Book Depository.

The witness was Charles Givens, 2
man who might have been an alibi wit-.
ness for Oswald had Oswald lived to
stand trial. For.Givens told the FBI
shortly after the assassination that he
had last scen Oswald on the first fioor
of the Book Depository about 30 min-
utes before the shooting. Gradually,
Givens changed his story (the FBI had
quoted a Dallas police lieutenant to the
effect that he thought Givens would
change his story for money) and by the
time Belin took Givens's testimony for
the Warren Commission, Givens was
saying he last saw Oswald on the sixth
floor of the Book Depository, not the
first.

With the original FBI interview in
front of him. Belin was not about to
look a gift horse in the mouth; when he
heard Givens's revised account, Belin
did not cross-examine Givens to deter~
mine why Givens's story. had changed.
Instead, he went ahead and, in the
chapter of the Warren Report he co-
drafted, used the newer version as the
commission’s only evidence that Os-
wald was on the sixth floor. (The sec-
tion is assertively titled “Oswald’s
Presence on the Sixth Floor Approxi-
mately 35 Minutes before the Assassi-
nation.”)

Aand what about the original FBI re-

helped impeach the Givens testimony?
Simple. The paperwork was handled so
that the FBI report was excluded from
the 26 volumes of cvidence published
two months after the Warren Report.
Instead, this FBI report was routed di-
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Sylvia Meagher found it in 1968,

Mrs. Meagher made her charges
about Belin in an issue of the Texas
Observer and -the Observer's editors
printed Belin's answer in the same is-
sue, characterizing it as “the slick, ir-
relevant reply of a lawver who doesn't
have much of a defense to present.”
Belin simply ignored the charpes made
by Mrs. Meagher, choosing instead to
assure the readers that he was an honor-
able man and opposed to the Vietnam
war. He threatened someday to write
a book exposing “the distortions and
omissions of the assassination sensa-
tionalists.”

In 1973, Quadrangle Books (owned
by the New York Times) helped Belin
make good on the threat and published
his supposedly definitive reply to the
critics, November 22, 1963: You Are
the Jury. The book is a rehash of the
Warren Report, revealing little that is
new other than Belins poor critical
judgment in evaluating evidence. He in-
cludes Givens's testimony as if no one
had ever challenged its veracity. He
omits mention of all Warren critics ex-
cept Edward Jay Epstein and Mark
Lane. He doesnt give Sylvia Meagher
so much as a footnote. And he presents
evidence of his own knowing bungling
of another matter in Dallas, the shoot-
ing of Dallas policeman J.D. Tippit.
To a witaess of the Tippit shooting,
Belin displayed what he thought then
was a jacket left at the scene by Tippit's
killer. “Yeah,” said the witness, “I
would say this looks just like it."

H it was the jacket, that would have
been rather curious. Belin had made a
mistake, mixing up Tippit's killer's
jacket (which was gray) with a blue
jacket ling on a stack of official ex-
hibits, a jacket belonging to Oswald
that had been found in the Book De.
pository. No matter. Belin could fix
that. He changed the exhibit number in
his book to make it appear that ihe
witness had identified the right jacket,
that is, the jacket left at the scene of
the Tippit killing. ’

A small matter? Perhaps. But it
shows that Belin is just the kind of man
needed to come up with a preordained
verdict on the CIA. .

—Jerry Policoff

Jerry Policoff is a New York adman

who has devoted much of his spare
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