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Harold:
Thankd8 for ithe notebook I asked for., IT1l

ai ith it for A
while nnd then send it back to you, 1 have no ides 0
t

vid
whet to looXk for,
&

so I'11 just feel my vay sround in it until something, or nothing,
turns upe.

Roffnan: I ot vour sratious letter to him, =nd think it eood.
He seems exceedingly mowledgeable on nedical matters and mey well
coteh something that we misg-- rll will esnecinlly interest hin. He

ES
te

has gotten off the notion that 2ll shots oricinated from the resr,
“nd now I thinlr he will gee rew thinge vith his new eves,

299 base: when I see wvour nicture, I'11 he sble to comment further
hut nreeently it is inconceiveble to me thet the hullet lost o freg-
nent fmm in dismeter. The only disruptions of the surface that I
see result merely from the flow of metel slichtly out of the hose--
excent, of course, for the conical crater, There's no use sayving
more until I see what vou haove,

I remember commenting that 1 vould lilre to see the bhase of on
wnfired bullet, but 4id not exmect rouw to vrovide it, for 1 mow
that voura is not JWCC. There must have teen something odd ~bout the
oy I phrased that. - copy of your 399 base nhoto is what I must
see now, but I note fron your letter that it is on the way. it
comnent soon ofter I =ee 1t.

Frazier: I agree he will not nerjure. Un cmestioning Frazier,
“here 1s a possibility that he handled o hullet removed from the body
Auring sutonsy. Only & possgibility, but it nust be exolored. Hews
stories for about = month after the ghooting said ¢ bullet had been
recovered from the body, mnd I am beginning fto thirk these stories
sre true. Some nre ruoted in seacrher's isccessories,pp.l34-126, which
vou should read very well and =oon, ihat vertoins to Frazier is
contained in o Qrensury Dent. letiter of 26 November that is publiched
on 7.173 of the Bontam edition of Epstein's Incuest. In that letter
Robert I. Bouck ackrnowledses receint of certain items from Dr Burkley;

the letier nclmovwlegdees:"One receipt from FBI for n missile removed
during the exemination of the body." Of "migsiles" (if vou want

ta call them thot) removed from the body, the Sihert-C0'Neill renort
rnentions only two small frasments from the right =ide of the bhrain,

Thege Tracnents were "nlasced in a class jar contoining (~ie) =2 hlaek
metal tov,"stec.x I doubt vhaother the "missile removed cduring examin-
ation” con be construed oo the two Trasments that the S-D rewnort
mentions., 4nyway, 1if that missile went to the ¥FBI, it went to
Frazier. Bouck ond Burklev oucht to he auestioned about this, too,.

I think it important that ou pursue &ines of cuestloning
hoged on the agsunntion that 2 bullet may hove hoen renoved from
he heclk éuring the autopsy. tore ond more 1 om befinning to bhelieve
that that is what haprened.

Time of beoel wound: I will chaek vhat you soy about 4783 and
comment leter. 1t recuires a more careful check kwmim than 1 can
give now

Use of military ammo: DUeck area: Jithout Imowing precisely the
nunber, size, and (especially) distribution of fraements in the neck
srea, 1 can't say vhether either of the two bullets was nilitary
type. There sre neny possidbilities, »md I can't exmnlore then all.
rresently sll vou can say is that some wse of military tyvpe bullets
is not exclnded. I doubt khmirxwxr =ny were used, chiefly on grounds
of their inefficilency in killing. If L-rays show concentration of
fragments just behind the traches, thet would exclude military bullet
as source of front-reck wound. I had hetter stop this, for there
wonld bhe much fuegsing about thines we don't Inow., I I mew the
digtribution of freogments and the rest, then I thir I could tell,




(2) Head srea: Here, too, it's impossible to tell, Ixmmmkx for
T =m sure the damagce was coused by two bullets. OUne disintesrated
into the Aust-like frasments that are described-- this sort of
disintesration connot re vroduced by @ hilitary tvne bullet. The
other (from the rear) ﬂnnaremtlv hrokre up into chunls of lead
much larser than the ndt-lilke barticles. A militar bullet can
bhurst that way onm strilinge » verg herd substance, but the fracments
surely will be laree. I doubt whether a mllltary bullet would hreal:
on = skaull, but I can't say it's impossible. I think it likely

that the rear-head bullet wnsg o soft-nose. Jhat malkes nme think thot
o "399" vgg not involved is that the veloecity hf the U.Rﬂm n-Cc is
very low, =nd this would ereotly terd to dimirish the vossibility

of the bullet bresing uvn on a cﬂ'u]_l. It's not that it's 1mpo@u;ble,
ust very hard to helieve. Ivobably iichols could ~ive you info on
what hanvens. Ly suess is thet a 299 strikine a2 siull nicht be

uadlv deformed nd possibly lose a very few gnall Lrapmrntu, hut that
'ererullv the bu“‘pt 111 remain 1WL”Ct

anyway, if a 599 4id break up on JFK's head mnd leave frasments,

don't yvou think that vou vould have the desired soectro onelysie?

I think you would.

Congider the possibility that the "rectengular structure’ that thr

Tanel saw in the brain is a bullet or (more likely) bullet jacket.
L can 't imagine what else it carn be. They are in trouble even if
it's a vortion of skull, for zccording to their version, the swall
was blown outward, not inward. The only bone matter that was lost
from the back of the skull vould be 1ittle chivng from the cratered
irside margsin of the rear entrance vound. Ihey ore really stucl

on 2 netard over tnat "rectan&ular struecture”. In hig N.0. testimony
Finck said he didn't see it, vhich is ruite vogsible, sirce he orrived
1oteyd =nd +he thine comnld have heen removed before he oot there,

They ruestioned *the wrong man in 1.0,; they shounld have had Humes

on, for most of the chicanery takes »n ~ce in his good none, ond it

ig he, not Fine) or Boswell, who

oo elage bo XEE Sneotei.
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~“bout o weeks,

Willie ond 2209: I'11 anre slides of 2199-200 lovi-ups shoviing
Willis, but I thirnlr the conclusive reference 1 : 1's shon
15Ff% choulder is directly bhetveen Willis ond t 2205, iefer-
ence to Willis' movements ag visible in the wregentati of the
frarnes is inconclusdve., I cinnot molke orover dravings hased on thenm,
I'11 serd vou the =lides first; then ve can decide “neb! snvthine
fupther ig needed. This, toc, will tnlke 2 counle o

Hoover re the fents in #Hx curtridre cages: Hoover's explamation
to Roffman oricsinates with ne., 1 sent Frazier cownies of vhat I hed
vritten snd ased for comments (rot none). Bven with thet, =y meno
de-1t only vith the cnoge mouth dents, end I did not vent to =sttribute
the shounlder dernts to the anne cause oo the case nouth dents. It's

nnasible that ey both trmes of dents vere cause by 4“W%r1ufn cnge
pisction-- we Iman thet's true only of ecase mouth dantg, however,
I atill w"wt to Imow vhet canged the dents on the cose ghonlders,
Tt ve will vot find out until ve cet that nortienler »ifle for
temting, onyuay, Hoover ot his info from Frocier, ~nd frozier ~ot
it from ne.
L Lo NN
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