A o Hers is the draft letter to the mwurzu.a,.m&wu
PRV .'W {mlmsm, mmm Ba‘?u W}» : MM

xummmx xmuu mmm

i
.
|
{
/
N &
¥ !
: N
4 WY £
» \
Lo P 5
@,":‘;% o 8 ; "
R K] f
i
e
% “
H 4 5
Tk S X
g ’
i *




.4 am‘obliged‘tofccﬁﬁnhﬁ oﬁ's_numbérféf-staténanfs‘in'ihé”s‘o!

‘ennedy azcaSb*nation B the CUctobar 10, 1966 U.S, News &

ey
X
&
>
~

.and on errers An the a#companying intervinw vi th Arlen Spwcterh

Warren Rayc:r‘ "I'L, o
by the rasplts of a JL;t—oOmpleted survey of opinion by Bouis Harris
- states in the NeyAYorxPoat of October 3, 1966 (page L) that by a mar;in'of
', 3 ¢ 2 the Ameripgnféeépla,nnw rejact the main thrust of the Warrsn Report
66 vercent, of.thefhétiongi‘croas_séctidn,xejoct the conclusion that the
assessination was:thefwork of one man, 7 | ‘

On pags Lp the story notes that the 1ndopendant critics of the ﬁR
..ave rslisd almost ant‘relv on the ‘evidence developcd by the ! ommission,

Jertainly that, is true for moat of the respansibls critics, who, in their'

of m;ar-presentatlon in the ~Report of the svidence and testimony in the:‘
_ Hearings and hahibxts,  In many if not most instancss, the diu"repah
betwaen the LWo. wero*the immadiate and compelling causs for ths r~esearch
ami criticiem undertaken and now under national debate., The very favt
of grave conflict betdeen the WR and the correspidnding of ficial cvidence
tastlfieu to thevneod-for the re«exnmination of the evidence, which'aI,
the critics, to mv knowledgo, advocateo (It is true that independent
anestlgatlon has bean undortaken by two or three critica, to supplamén
their study of the official evxdence, in soms inatances, that independent
1nvest;gatzon has turnod up 1mportant new 1nrormation--for exnmple,'t,
nes witnasses to,thy ‘ibpit shooting d‘scovered without any difficultkﬁby
ueorge and Patricia Nash jriid

On *ha same pnge tha artlcle reject the concept of a conspiraﬂ

-~ to cover up the truth » On the ground that such a conspiracy would invol e
large numbars of consniracy0 How many individuala collaborated agtlvely

: or pass;valy, in the framing of Dreyfus?
n page hb uhe artic;a refers to the opinion of two Mx*ine experts»

‘tnat Oswald had -the rifle capability to fire three shots, with two h*t
within 4,8 to 5. 6 set‘onds° &patoin has pointed out in Ingueat that the

two axperts-—Sgt Lahm and ¥aj. nnderson—»were invitod to taatlfy la

the inv~stigation, when dll othe" Lndicat*ons persistently had pointed
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Finally, the article states on page 47 that according to officisl
sources the x-rays and photograshs takern at the autopsy remained under .
lock and kay at Bethaeda Naval fospital until sometime in 1964, - That
in inconsistent with the -Commimsion's documents. According to the
Wearings and ixhibits, Secret Service agent Roy Kellerman toock custedy
of the x-rays and photographs when he departed ths awvtopsy chamber.

He frocaeded from there to ‘the white House, where he placed the x-raye
ard undevaloped pictures into the custody of his superior in the Sscret
Sezﬁice,' R‘ober{ I. Bouck, The official record is silent on the fate of
that svidence from this= point onward.

Now I turn to the statemsnts made by Arlen Specter during the interview
published on pagss 4,8-63, Bscause the errors and omissions in his repliss are
very numsrous, I shall not attempt to cover each and every point, but will
comment at least on thoss which appear the most serious or blatant misstatements.
(1 am numbering Specter's answers seriztim, to establish reference points
which obviats.the need to repeat ths text of sach reply.) '
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Nothing in the testimony confirms Specter's statemsnt that_during

t.he aut.opsy the doctors "could probe betwsen two large strap muscles.”
' The four federal agents who were present thmughout the autopsy

(Kellarman and Greer of ths Sacrat Service; and Sibert and O0'Neill of
the FBI) dep¢rted with the impression that what Spacter calls the "very
tentative theory™ was the final and concluaive finding That is apparent !
from the teabimony ot Kollam and Greer, and__rron the report of Sibert and
O1Neill, i AR e

Why were they all accurate in describing the inability to probe
into the wound beyond 2 or 3 inches? .Why were they all completely unaware
of the subsequent di'swv&ry of a path through the la.rge strap musclss, if
such a ‘path was indeed found? In other wo“ds, why did a.ll four professional
invest.igators rake a mistak®s--and the same mistake" .

By implicatmn, Specter admits thnt it was not the discovery of a path
that caused Dr. Hhmes to abandon the "very tentative theory” but his
conversation, on Saturday moming (when the !ederal agents wers not rresent),

with Dr, Perry of Parklam Hocpital In other: words, the original autopsy findings

. were changed after th" autopsy was over and the body inaccessible. New information
A awae 5 bx V@ht justify. the doctors in infering a bullet path

R R
aie T R

which they had been nnablq to find--but how could ney.

¥r. Spacter s suggestion that the FBI continued to cite erronecus
autopsy findings, sven after receiving the’ autopsy rcport on December 23,
1963, sugzests that the FBI was guilty of the most serious negligmco |
and irresponsibility in perhaps the most impertant ir'vestigation it ever
performed. Is it conceivable that J, Edgar Hoover signed and tranmitted
the bupplemeutal Report of January 13, 1964 without even reading the autopsy
report ’olJ-ud.hout noticing the irreconcilabls conflict between ths
FBI and autopsy surgeons’ ‘sharacterizations of the wound in the President's
back? > | Ak _

Contrary to Mr. Specter's implication that the FEI placed no substantial
credence in tke "preliminary thoughts as rsflscted in the early reports” and
that the FBI has since retracted those roportl or admitted error, J. Edgar
Hoover said categorically in a letter dated September 12, 1966, that all
FBI reports furnished to the Commission were accurate and that the occasion
tc retract any such reports had never arisen. (His letter repliad to an
explicit éuestion concerning the retraction (allogod by Time magazine in
July 1966) of the December § and Jsnuary 13 reports of the autopsy findings,)

information wove the woupd from the back te the necka =
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Since U,3, News & World Pepdrj‘ did not obtain a cite‘g&-ie&l replyrrroi"
Mr. apecter to Question 5, it is unfortunate that the intcrvimr did not
seek an authoritative mwor from the F‘BI itulf. B e N

2 e

A.nwer 8.

In a symposiun on the Wu'ran 8eport. at t.lu acnull notin.g of the
American Academy of Forensic Sciences, held m,Fobmry 1966 at Chicago
(and earlier in the’ Jourmal of.the American Medicsl Assocfation and
in the publication Currest Medicine for. Attornsys) the Presidential
autopsy was severely criticizod as inadequate and. 1ncouplot.o. The
qualifications of two of the thres autopsy mrgoom wers sharply
challenged by Dr. Cyril Wecht (see Journal of Foremsic Sciences, July 1966).
In one of the mentioned publications, I believe that Jt h.’%inted out «loo
that the autopsy report on Oswald \perfomed at Parkland Hospital by a
Dallas medical examiner): was a very model, vhilo t.ho hnnody cutopcy
report contained serious dofininnciu.,

Answe - o » Falna ke

Dr, Humss testifisd that he had burmed certain preliminary autopsy.
notes but he did not explain his reasons fully beéfore the Commission nor -
"was he asked to make any explanation by Mr. Spscter or by the members of
the Commission in attendance during Humas ! toltinomy Hit uformal report¥

consisted of a terse ‘sentencs or. two cerutyin; that hc had bumcd certain

preliminary notes, but presonted no emlmﬁm fm‘ tho buming of tho
‘notes. (:2 H 3723 s ' CE 397) ! _

Answer 11 s i SRR R W A i "'-"""5-‘7:"5"‘”'- i A

 If the wound on ths "back of the néck was visible for a protracted
period of time” to the autopsy surgeons, it was visible below the ne ck
to at least five observers, all of whom wqu tninod!edoul investigative
agents, If there uai "no doubt but what those &ldu'cu'riatica shoved it
1o be a wourd of entr’y" then why did Dr.’ Hume s ask Dr. Perry whon he called
him on Satnrday morning whether the Dallas doctors hl.d made am' hole in the
President's back? (/'(,& /( /7)



Ansser 1.2

Iris true that the fibers on Lhe front of the shirt weres incenclusive
A8 o the dirscticn 4rav,_.1 by the object that inflicted the damage 1. tha
shirt But it must be added that whila coppar residus wag found at the hoéae
in Ahe back of Lhe Pragident’ ;“irt and- coat, no copper traces were found
4t the slit near the collar in tha front, of Lhe shirt. "nlﬁg %,5 mn. bullast ,
(the "stretcher bullst"). is a lead missile fully jacketed_with-a’coppar alloy (B4 55
ceording Lo the officlal hypcthesis, it emarged from the President’s threat
virtually intact, usndiminished and unieforined, having -shed no substance in
bis body, Wy, then, did not the bullet depogit copper upon exit, as it had
LDon entrance?
The damaga to the front of the shirt was inconclusive not mersly as to
1iraction of the sgent but as to the naturas of the misgile, FBI axpert
‘bert Frazier testified that ths damage could have been made by a fragment
of Bope ds well an Yy & metal fragwent or a whole bullet, The questions
ed to Frazier did not elicit the relative likelihood in each case, (377 72 dx

Specter states that the wound at the Adam's apple, by its physical

£ ‘ﬂ'nrxf“cs alone, coulst have been either a wound cf entry or a wound
afisxiy The fact is that on November 22, it was described as a "pesnetratirgh

‘cr entry) wound, nct oniy to the press but in the written report of Dr. Carrico. | *
The evidence tawen 23 a whole makes it clear that it was the consensus =f the
Paricland doctors on November 22 tha* it was a wound of entry. [t was only
when they w~ere later confrontsd with alleged autopsy findings inimical with

their original firding, and with a hynothetical;question posed by Specher,

that they agreed (soms with obvious reluctance and resistance) that the
wound couid have bean eithgr antry'gz exit,

The wound penetration expﬁriﬁantg at ldgzewcod Arsenal were performed,
as Lpatein bas demonstrated In Inquest, ineptly and inaccurately inscfar as
fthey sttempied to axtrapoi&te data to correspond with Connally’s chast
meagursmnta, - The ?esulté, at best, wvere inconclusive, because of an
elementary mathematical error and failure to approximats actual conditiens
wnlch were ths subject of the tests.  Although the same type of bullets
ware used as the stretcher bullet; and althbugh the test bullets did not
cepnstrate co}respond:ng thicknesses and mgitiple organic {(flesh snd bdho)
rarzets, Spectsr admittsd in a tape-recorded interview with The Creatler
’hiladelphia Magazine (inJwneves July 1965) thal not one of the test bullets

emarged in a condition comparable to tha undeformed virtually-intact
strstcher bullst, And the Fdgewood testars had obtained over 200 rounds

of this ammunition for pufposea of the wound ballistics ard penstration
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Specter's varsion of just what Ur. Perry told the press on the afternoon
¥

of Novembar 22 cannot be corroborated, because, according tc the Archives’

index of unpublished Commission documar nts, the tape of the press confarencs
dug “103tq” RBut, Spectaris v~rsi.m uOﬁE not f’orreapond with the pr-eprnderent
malority of neawe r\edl: r“'b?;*ts on ant day--ses, for exampls, Seventy Hours

AT e

and Thirty ‘*muuzo&A ‘the adited, ing publiabed by NBC, covering Novembar 22-
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Answer 13

Dr, Hums' handwritien agtopsy rsport déscribén the wound at the throat
as a puncture w:ursd; [resunably ori the basis of his ccmreisation with Dr. Perry
at Parxiand; nhut then tha word “purcture” is crossed out (though it remains :
legible) amd the word Tamall" is’ substituted, (This evidsnze was brought to
l1ight by Harold Weisberg in his bock Whitewash,)

Answer 14

Mr. Specter's statement that hs was shown one picture of ths back of a
body, supposedly that of the T’resident is nsw and astonishing information,
1 have read the transcript («f abou‘c, 160 pages) of hia taped interview
some thres months ago with Gaetanu Fonel of The Greater Philadelphia Pagazine
{ Bxcerpts from the tmnacript appear in the August 1966 issue.) Specter told

Fonri that he had never seen the pvhotographs, not even one of them, suthentic

or non-authenticated, His recall ssems to have improved since the earliier

interview.

Answer 13

Gpecter hers suggests .'bhz;t the exact location of the -entrance wound
tes bean estahlished cdlzclusivajy, without_ the autopsy photographs, by virtus
of the testimony and written repérts of the auntopsy surgeonéc In ordsr to
belisve that ths surgeonz ware cérrect, ons must also believe that the
following are in errors:' = = S e 4

1) Four federal agents who were wreaent throughout the
autopsy and described the wound as‘_yge__l__q the shoulders.
(2) Secret Service agent Clinton Hill, who was called into °
the autopesy chamber sxpressly to view the wounds, and who
» testifled that the wound in mestion was six inches

below the neck.
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.(_‘3) secret 3ecrvice agent Glen A, Bennett, who deseribed ths wound
as situated four inchas below the shoulders. : (The Commission relied
on his report to .ea‘tabl‘ab the existence of the wound before the
autopsy, ani vefors even the arrival at rarkland Hospital; but the
Commiazion ignored his statement as to its location. Although
Bennett's observatmons are considesred by the Ccmission itself as
having considerable importance, he was nct requested to testify
under cath before the f.é@ssjan or aven its cox.mselu) (’wﬁ 0

(&) The autopsy diagram, which fr rms a part of the handwritten
autopsy report, and which shows the.wound well below the nsck,

in.a position that corresponds with t?ﬁ reports of the cyswitnesses
mentioned atove and 3150 with the holes in the back of the coat and

shirt. Dr, Humes was not asked why he showed the wound to be memy 3rew

inches below the neck on that diagram, if the wound was actually
in the neck. E\lthough the wound is claarly placed in ths back
in the diagranm, the accompanying notations repeat the measurements

te which Dr. Humes testified {14 cm. below the right mastoid process,

etc., . preasumably in the neck), Dr. Humes was not Guesticned about
that internal contradiction in ths diagram; nor was he asked why

ne inserted masure’mcnts'imira?ing location in that one instancs

along, no such data being pl‘eaeﬂt with respect to any othﬁr wound ,
scar, inclﬂion, or other i racta’*istic shown in the self—nam

diagram] (& .5,”>

'(5) 'I'he_ holes in the coat and shirt, which correspond with ths

eyswitness description of the wound four to six inches below the
neck and with the autopay diagrazm as well, It is extremsly
difficult, if not impcssible, to relate those holes to a wound

in ths neck, produced by a missile that somehow failed to penetrate
the collar of the shirt or the coat. (’;‘hai-e wasl no discrepancy
between the back wound and the holes in the baék of the clothing in
the ‘chne of Governor Connallyo; He, 'teq,_ was waving to the crowd.)
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(;) £ ﬁn‘th'ér evidence is wupplied, perhaps inadvertently, by the
Camiséion itself. On page 97 of the Report, dsscribing the on-site
reenactment of May 24, 1964, the Commission states that thes back of
the stand-in for the President was marked with chalk at the point
shsrs ths bullst sntered ths President's body. A photograph taken
during.the reenactment (and identified as such) appears on the inside
cover of the Bantam ec.it on of the Warren Report.  Tha chalk mark
~-corresponding with the doint of bullet entry--is seen 15_1_1_» Ygg&w
the stand-in's neck, It mmst be borme in mind that the on-site
tests we»x"GN supervised by and performsd in the px‘euxigo of J. lee
‘Rankin, general counsel, and Arlen Specter himself., Why did they
permit the tesats to go forward on the basis of incorrect positioning
of the wound?

One or more anﬁtnossea may have mads dnaccurate reports; one or more items
of physical evidence (holes in clothes, diagram, photograph of stand-in)
may be misleading. But it seems inconceivabls that ail should be mistaken,

. and mistakgm_ln an ¢dmtica1 or. vir'tualll idegfiggl_mm

O e o el 21 v

"Moreovsr, the FBI reports wsre not discussed or publlshod by the:
Commission ‘and came to light only soms 20 months &fter the Rsport was ;
issued--a Report neither menticning, nor "esolving, the conflict between
thae FBI reports and -tho'autépsy findings, nor roneoting -testimony from
FBI a\gonts‘Sibert and 0'Neill, who were crucial eyewitnesses, ‘

The Warren Commission must blams itself’ for creating the appearance
of delibarats deéaption, sven if such daception was neither intended nor
committed, In the light of the aggrsgzate udmiim .evidence , one cannot
readily agred with Mr. Specter's assurance thnt'i{_‘ ths autopsy pbot;ographs
wera now made available {authentisc photographs), "they would c'ofx‘oborate"
the autopsy description of the wound, which is 'indispensabls to the
single-missile/lone-assassin hypothesis |
Answer 21 . . , :

One must diapﬁte Oswald's so-called "rapid exit." Acccrding to tho
Report, he 1inga*'ed long enough to buy a coca-cola from a dispensing ma..hine
and then, instead of leaving imnedia.t_ely via the back stairs, only a stone's
throw from t.he‘ coke machine, walking very slowly ths whole length' of the
floor tc the front stairs, stopping to direct a reporter (whom hs took
to be a Secret Service agent, without any sign of panic or alarm) to a
telephone,  That ‘scé\reely sounds like a "rapid exit."

OUther comments included in Answer 21 deserve comment snd rebuttal
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Answer 2

The Commission made no inquiries whatscever about msn who were on tﬁe
scens imrediately after the shooting, behind the Depository and on the
grassy knoll, who falsely identifisd themselves to the police as Secrst
Service agents. (No ag'“?retm-ned to the scene until considerably later.)

Additional clues to pcssible conspiracy which wers ignorad can be
Asm somS off

dstailed but are omitted hsre, for, brsvity.

Answsr 2

Surely it was more impcrtant to determine the truth than to publish
promptly an incomplete report which has failed to satisfy two-thirds of the
Arerican people, and such responsible rigurea as ~(3c>ngre:uxsxma.n Thecdore
Kupferman, Richard Goodwin, etec. Yst the Warren Report went to press
while invéstigation into a crucial or potentially crucial question, suggestive
of the'existarico of a éonspiracy, was not yet completed (WR bottom of page 324).

Answar 26 : '

Mr. Speqter, although{he speaks confidently of the Governor's wounds,
ssoms not to have noticed that the report gives two different and contradictory - ;
deseriptions (both "small” and ™arge") of the entrance wound in his back, (WK T2l 1c7)
‘h Evidence in conflict with the conclusion of ahots from abovo and behind
is found in the uapruder filn which shows. that the head shot (f‘rame 313)
threwe the President violently back and to his left. Such a rqaction to a

Hul lst whm,h cama from ths rear wculd bs a violat.ion of the laws of physics.,
le\f' (lcneywym */{/Z-évultém 2,.;..’%; %hfﬁ‘() .

Mswer 0

b bk G,
Although phot.cgraphic reenautmntc were M utilizod no attempt
was made to photograph Billy Lovelady standing at the Depository entrance _and
viearing the same shirt he wore dﬁring the assassination. Nor was any attempt
nads to asalyze the shirt wormn by the man in the doorva.y-——-a&id by the Commdssion
¢ be Lovelady--in comparison to the shirt Oswald wore Hben arrested, although
thekwo shirts appear to be similar, if not identical.



Purthermors, the Commission has withheld the report of spectrographic
 analysis of the bullet fragments, the stretcher bullet, and various itom

of metallic residue. Had W8 neutron activation analysis been utilized

{as it was, in an apparent attempt, ta wertum thi negativb results p,f the
paraffin test of Oswald's faceé 14\_1}5}—1 did nﬁmy- it might have besen
possible . to determine conclusively (a) whether all the fragments and metallic
residue came from the same, or the same kind of, bullet; and (b) whether the
fragments removed from the Governor's .wrist in fact originated in the

stretcher bullet.

ARBVBP 22
FBI agent Frazier testified that the stretcher bullet had not
 necessarily loet'any of its pristine substance, (’3/# ‘f-?.’o)

Answer

The discovery of the stretcher tullet was ixiadoqtmtol;r investigated.
If the President's stretcher is disqualified as the source of the bullet
because the shests had bsen rolled up, exactly the same is true of the
Govameor's atmtchorf('fns'ugggm the engineer Tnnlhuon Who found the -
bullct,turnod it over to the chief of personnel, 0. P. Hright. - Wright'l
written report on ths events of that day centains no reference whatever
to the stretcher bullet. The report of ths head of murses, Elizabeth
Wright, indicates that hours after Q. P. Wright supposedly received the
stlretcherAbullot from Tomlinnon, he was requesting information from her :
about the agent of the Guvcmor's wounds, a8 if he had never heard of any
stretcher tullst. None of the Parkland Foapital doctora lna.rmd anything
about the discovery of a bullot until the inforntion appou‘ed in tho prou,

; muc.h later.

Yet it is an qnwritton law in hospltals that when gunshotﬂwouml cases
are admitted; their garments and strotcham are routincly ‘searched for
bullets and tullet fragments (seo critique by Dr. Cyril w.cht in the:
rnal of Forensic S¢iences, July 1966 Yo u i the Ptrklmd porsonnel did -
not do so on their own inttiativo, the Secrot. Servico, present. in force,
should at least have given timt attention M /"‘““‘""
Also, it should be noted that the bullet fraglpntl in the Presidential
car were not discovercd at once; they were found many hours lator in ‘n'auhingt.on,
D. C,, soms during a first uearch of the car, and some durirg a aecond nearoh :




(having been ,overlooked, apparsntly, the first t'im'){.

Anmn}6 37, 38

Mr. Spscter apparently disagrees with his colleague, Horman Hedlich,
who said that to say that ons bullet did not strike both men was oquinlent
to sayin.g that there were two assassins (see Inﬂg 1 [_-He diaagraos alao

vwith Lord Devlin, who rocmtl,y wrote that ho considers such an. nsortion as .,pectm

"t‘ne" defect in the Report which he had sarlier. given his unroscrvod prai-e]
Appamt.ly Lcrd Devlin and others of his staturo are more prepared
than spokoamon for the Warren Comisaion to considor objoctively and o
impartia.lly the argnmmts put for‘ward by tha 6r1tio:, most ‘of \rhon bavo
workad tireleuly and hnnelfhhly rathcr thm byﬁ“:flmcc, ooﬁsenting to
mjuatica (which I- ;nnphraae from leo oauvago I book The Q Affair)

; Tho rirle bolt .can be operated in 2 3 secondc, as Spacter sayi, but
: that. does not includiﬁg aiming tima, as ho impliea. A

Answer : .
Although the stretcher bullet was clean, ‘the two rragmnt.a found in'
the fromt of the car had visidble traces of organic materialy Ot 428 ;b 437)
As mntioned alr“dy the Zdgswood tests failed to yiold a sin;la :
W&/

bullet (acwrding to Bpecter mnrf-&—mmmmm
stretcher b\ﬂlﬁt Mo..

Answer . ) : : :

The critic&l literaturo mk;- it cmtal-clm that Omld was a
poor mrksmnn, Specter notwithst.mding Even his colleague Wesley J.
Liebeler denounced that kind of slanting ot the evidmce (soa Ingt_xas
dincnuion of "the Liebelor Mamorandua") : |

TR boycbood friend of Oua.ld'a wbo ma intervieved in Nev Orloan:

shortly after the usasli.rmtion volunturod ‘that ho owned the- same kind
of Carcano rifls:but it was such a cheap crude wupon ‘that hs had cuued :
to use it; for fear that 1t would explode in'his'face! « (CE319)+

' The tntinoxry ‘of Dean Adams lmdrew-, Jr., convin romtu the
official pronouncements about Oswald's'rifls capability,

(# Hissed .



Answer ;

The Dllha Police not only failed to meke a record of the mumgétion
(although Oswald is quoted by Postal Inspsctor Rarry Holmes as making a remark
which suggests that at the least detailed notes were made by Captain Fritz)—
they failed to give a fnn a.cconnt. of vlut. transpired. Only a few days ago
I obtained a document fraom the Archivn which provu that Captain Frits
omitted ontirely from hio reports a statement mds by Oswald at the first
interrogation on rrmay(md reported at that t.im to the head of the
Secret Service offisce in mn,)

& iR

iy nhonld it be. "hponiblo" for _any hman witness, 3 dof:lnition, to

commit - porjmv? When testimcny 1- in connm. with a whole body of avideuoo,
the possibility of error, or even perjury,mst be eonaidnrod, howsver
impeccable the credmtialo of the witnou. ' : : R

 And it should be asked why Dr, Hmes failed to: pu-.pu.m utom
repart’ on- Saturday after his: connmtiou with Dr, Pom in Dallas. sWn :
he out playing gole tlut afternon? Surely na!.li N mt.zsth. autopsy
.report needdéd by the polioo and federal invutipta-: in t.h.ir attnpt to
deternine the source of the shotsmd tbo iddt»ifyof the: mipcr(s)?

: Iy wap nndocl on. s:tu!‘dq when Omld m still ll:m Oth‘oniqo,. _
howcmlditbou-mdthn’cthcahatshdoodh‘o-bmr . 1f they 305
cang from another diroction, Onuld hsd mﬂﬁi for he was aoq\

“on the second floor of the Dopository tnl;& w nimtu after thc
lhootin;

e x ? 2 ; % . 5 ¥ g
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, cm:u'icn ulintmt ‘counsel Dwid Dﬂﬁm Omld'- ;llopd
vmmmwmmumumtmmmnnm .
Umm. wmmummammw_!mlp.h.,,
ummmtmmmﬂmmw ‘Bven 1L be walked to .
_mumtwuaawmtwmm,hu-mu %
‘Mumummimw1315pa.,a;;’_;;;:, et g Pase (aocording
to witaesses ut the serms, dsscribing TPpAe’ ‘aesailant before the sbooting),
‘Tippdtmppoudlymsm* (meonuummmwm
wwbchs. 2: . Dpliy, M Tippit vas dr‘-wlmxduﬁ at 119 m.)
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“produstion ceased soon after the wud of - |
8% 1t 1s reatily gvallable by mail-order
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“markings, modvﬂchnnmmwmwmm Again,
_-inquixyintot&amdymindomato; and thas Go-ild.onlare

rifle shells collected frem commercial rifle ranges and deserted areas
where rifle practice took.place, without “locating one singlo shell
that came from the Carcano. o

When I raised th.upointu.rndm muthtwof.tln Coniuion'l
lawyers, in the course of a debate ontlnl‘uport they ‘brushed aside the
question of purchase and possesszion of the smmumition said to hzn killod
the President as thouh it was of no importance intcnr 'In’oe someons
gmittoOmld,"motthslmtnu, uthmghthgtwuldmtin
itself pose the pou:lbiuty of an .eccnplio‘ - Although the mI took
infinmite pains in some instances, at the Commissionts request (for exampls,
tr-cingmxyfenﬂnbirthonthlmd‘touthommm in the
nanu/lrung area), no attespt seems o have been made to trace all sales
of the WCC 6,5 smmunition, at least sales made by mail order, to see if
the nsmes of’ purchmrt oorrespondod with any of Ocnld'e kmown intimates
or qudnumu, a with other witnesses involved im the investigation,

delthnisthpocﬂmfwtthﬁmmmnltom
on the floor of the Depositoryg near the sixth-floor windowdbore multipls - Muf
=l
w4 A‘"/
concluded thumf.huewmtho same cartridges that Oswald had used many g’*‘w
months bedewe,in drywrun q&@w  Mpparently the
Commission nce-pta the idea that Oswald never had nom‘bhm four or five
rifle cartridgu, although they are soldinllmhlarpr Qantities.

The qmntion of mro—-und whether——Oswald obtdud the soumtion
said to have been used in tba assassination is a camplets mystery,to this

-

~ day. One must be surprised that a Commission investigating the orime of

the century, with unlimited manpowsr and money (ml) at its disposal; ;
did not oonaider 1t necessary to pursue the quntion of the mdor a-mxition.
There is absolutely no direct evidense to comnect :R. with the accused,

The Comsission, whose findings are so qutly Qulified With
"probably” and "most probably® might at least have qualified its verdict, &
and said that Oswald was *probably® gnilty, acting alons—a oontontion Sy
which :I.lhi@hrdubim, tlum 8o Aﬂ"rh'. Spoct&"‘b'oimﬂim..

It curlm § ) Gt b e v ¥or Smu—y e i
mwmammuumnwmtutbmmtu o
"neck has readily acoepted FEI denials that Oswald was on the payroll L
——withoutukingtoatmmﬁunomomdkmqrmpuwwmm b
Snatt » the prhnry sources of the allegat.ion: (soe !5\:_3___).

s e
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The -@.« disclosed, by Epstein (and, §a1mdr1; scmewhat o:rliar) '
_shoabtte Eontonts of the FEI géb&%fi\pw not be *newt to the Commission;
iy 1Y) oart.{i}ly 4 pow to the public and to vhess {fersonmuos who
hzme had ncom thoughts about the laport those FBI Reports nn

revealsd for the first tine by the oriticl. i

The Couiuion's silence about those documents does not encourage
confidence in its candor or its willingness to confront evideme
inconsistent with the lone-assassin hypothesis.

L

Answer 63

Specter did mot interview 0. P. Wright (mentionsd earlier in
connection with the finding of ths. stretchsr bullet) nor many other
witneeses diboctly concermnsd-—for exammple, ths orderly, David Sanders,
who is perhaps the only source of authoritative information about the o
fste of the President's stretober after it was removed from the 5
emergency Ioom.

This does not exhaust my comments, but it dou mm »8, I have
a premonition that I may be speaking into a vast degmou. Yot I would

like to feel that you devoted a considersble segment of the magasine to 4
the Warren Report with the cbjective of informing your readers, and mot
30 that a spokesman for the Commission might influence them with inaccurate e
or incomplete assertions. I hope that I am oorreot, and that you will ol
refloct some of the comients and corrections comtained in this lstter in

a future issno. ; : :

: Yours sincerely, -

cey Arlen Specter _ ; : . rS’____ m
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