{E ] INGFB]NG SHADOW Lhan the way they see the holes
stein nor Weisberg challenges
Len: Aut
A bOUf f\en;ledy TLOPSY 574 inches below the top of the
of Details, Incidents * ists without knowing the whole coal” and a bole in the shirt
DITOF ° NOTE: This 1s e 1nrg Pathologists who left a correbor-|of the middle of the back of the
cren Comimistian Reodr! oy com
ible with a bullet passing

(Mount C]ipp[ﬂ_lr\ S;JOC! Below)
r—in. the president's~sait Jackel
1o, . t i . and shirl? Neither Lane, Ep-
rit'cs Distort Evidence

CS 0} L L n the Warren report evidence that
'there wags a hole in the jacket
— agents who reported the specu- |collar and 1% inches to the right
ve Misleading Reportslative conversation of patholog-|0f the center back seam of the
*5%4 inches below Lhe top of the
story; there were the three!cgliar and 1ty inches to the right

e Saal” etiima™ S ating detail of evidence out of |shirt."”
{9 1o cxtoal conteals of ine re. the autopsy report; there was a “That evidence is compal-
pathologist who burned a drafl thriigh the président's back,

By BERNARD GAVZER
and SID MOODY
AP lewilfeglurry Virnte«q)
HI-THE ALTOPISY
he Wurren Commission did

G5k Sk mn his fll'EpIR’C?;j inches below (he neck," Lane

theix were ha.rrlcd Fepurlera_ al says in his Look.

a Park.land si:morial Hospital  \woishore lowers the hole a
i _ who failed lo make clear thal few inchis by describing it in,
ke a nstake. It had compas- goore were speculaling in de- his book as “'six inclies down.
I ) scribing the president’s throat fom the collar. Kot in the
There was some evidence wound as an entry wound. ineck.' He drops Lhe key words

lich cruld have been made ; ? . |"top of.”
rt ol “he record, bu! was Toey critrcs—“lwﬂ‘ j‘“abl) { _Epstein, in his book, publish-
t: Xt ys and t'nl . Marl Lane, Edyard day Ep- | o photographs which show
- At 93 and pholographs  giaif ang Harpld Weisberg— | the garmeuls on a hanger.
Hen ai the sulopsy of Presk grew Shoir 0w misaiiings | The Holés can be: sedi Sloai.
1 :d $ 0

nt Juia F. Kenncdy. from these things to make the ' ¥ “These photoyraphs . . .
ad th.se photographs been autopsy findings suspect or ; Were omilled from the War-
aduge  as commission exhi- tarnished. "f" "P'"'ll.”"d “";dzs volumes
. the oramjssion may._ggve. The autopsy repgrl,stales cop- | O supporling evidence . .

n bav " [ fp’ pubiish Ihemﬁasclflsfﬁely that Kennedy was' e says Me got them -from

e sstruck by two bullets. One went | the National Archives. _But
fid ?"i‘ er fonsecret ex: hroion iz HedE I s other pictures, not ocarly as
s, T 4 B 5 ] s dramatic, are in the evidence,

| lhe.:-f'f’ie'l_rlsick “almosphere[Wound " doclors say he “'D“Id: and the testimony is quite
r ¥ assassination, there|Pave survived. The second buly precise,

e the + who felt this was ™t Struck his skull. It wat Secing the holes through the

scus:t y, that the evidence (fatal. iebyes of Lane, Epslein and Weis-

i, These findings are central to berg. it might seem that the

¢ be aced under lock and he single b ol R W which made them could
for 1 torians of the futurethe single bullet theory. This not have hit the president in the
. v + q '

thal 2 sworn teslimony of |tP€ory Is thal a bullet wen! haco of the nock. But put a jack-

'P3¥ + geons would now be through the president's neck el and shirl on any grown man

: i y and went on to wound Gov. Con-ith reasonably well-developed

4t wit could have reckoned ‘ shoulders, measure 3% inches
; nally. If not, the single bullet i

2 wo | be the time of the Y 8 below the top of the collar and a!

2s? Vo0 could have antici- lhenry' collapses. And so dnc“'hu to lhe right of the secam,!
d the commission findings the Warren repfrt conclusion qave him raise his right arm|

d be painted with suspi-‘that Lee Harvef Oswald alone sightly fas the president’s was!
& (fired the bullels’ and mark the spol with a pencil |
s § 5 point or chalk, Where does this'
tics I nphasize Some Clever, louch the body? The base of the,

1er [ cidents

-'Some Absurd

ere tere other acls and| The critics have conslructed Precise Localion

dents which the critics could ' their machine of destruction by op Wounds Described

2 uppn and emphasize and |Seleclion of parts of lestimony The precise location of the

e focus' They did.  .and parts of evidence fram the Pres:dent's vounds is descrihed
“; a pathologist who 'Warren repart. Some af & hur.in the autoy report. Put the

le *n raexact dot on an au- been clever—und zone ahsurd. decision not to introduce the
= 4 representing a tmt——uMat could be more abstrt-eatpay X-rays and photozeaphs

neck., i
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3 3 't . G il &
woupd<—gonjributed to today'sicrealed by the critics. None ay ype wounds, as we describe |- In~two of three references to

conlro® ~rsy. Who would have. ininks that the commission Ticc
known 'nree years ago that they be re-established. One sugzes:
would? ition was thal some nongovern-
And  ho made the decision? |mental boy, such as a group of
The + are two major ver- juniversily peesidents or a law

membh ‘rs of the commission |the evidence.

staif:
1—;%0e Chict Juslice Ear] expressed by one former assist-
Warfer. who was chairman of jant counsel:
the corimission is a very hu- I think they should be open
mane ; 1d sensitive man, Qurdl to any qualified experl who
deferer-c to the Kenredy fami- wants lo sce them whether he
ly, esp.cially to Mrs. Keanedy, is chosen hy a college presi-
Caroline and John-John, he dent or Mark Lane himsell.”
decider’ it would be awlul if they, While the autopsy X-rays and

and th. 1 published. He first dee lduced  formally, it does not

: X ; ; th 6 2 ol
sions, nolh of which wrilers of |sociely, should select forensic an";m“i:ﬁezzﬁ:fg;r:;gszz:éacl:

this roport have gleancd fron  pathologists to view and analyze X-rays.

Several agreed with the idea|[ ans Claims
Pictures Seized
soce regarding the X-rays and,
photographs with languagze un-|

supported by testimony. He,
says, on Pape 60 of the hard-'

ed them, and some of the pho-
tographs were taken so that
the president’s face is visible.”
The Natiunal Archives says

this, Lane drops fhe—erd
“draft."” On Pagze 66, il becomes:
“his  admission that he de-
stroyed orizinal notes relaling
to the aulopsy.” On Page 385,
Lane says: *“Destroyed evi-
dence included the original
notes prepared and then burne
by Commander Humes after the.
aulopsy."

Epstein says- Humes *‘de-
stroyed by burning certain
preliminary notes relating to"

the autospy.
R ) dropped. ;
cover edition of his book: i Epslein then later raises a

“The X-rays and phatographs |question about the original au-
were laken from Dr. Humes and |topsy report.

Mark Lane surrounds the epi-

“Draft" was

were introduced as c\-jdencerphotngraphs were not inlro-

re;mim:l iﬂ[ﬂi‘m-’l”y thal this | niean that l_::(‘:,' were not scpn—lgi‘r'el‘l to the Secret Service; in- Weishcrg wriles: “If the com-
sviden: + was  not  absolutely'and that they did not show |he;de;cl the pholographs were mission had any questions about
necess: 'y because the autopsy wounds as described in the au-:Seized before they were devel- the burning of any kind of his-
patholo ists could lestify as lo topsy report. The critics make/oped. Humes testified that not toric papers, especially undes-
details. " said one. the point that the photographs even he had seen the photo- cribed ‘preliminary draft notes’,

2—"*] jere weres members of (were handed undeveloped to the 2raphs ostensibly taken to as-‘the transcript does not reveal
the sta:* who out of trial experi- {Seeret Service and thal they sist him and the other doctors.” it."
2nce [ L that the X-rayvs and were [fransmitled that \\'ay] Then on Page 62, he refers | No one seems to wonder why
photos, cere vital documents in :eventually to the care of Robert) to them again, saying *. . . |Humes need have told anyone
sresen: nx evidence. There was (Kennedy. federal palice agents con- ‘about it since he did jt while he
a feeli. g thal the chiel recog- | fiscated the crucial photo- |was alone in the privacy of his
aized t' 2 value of this evidence ,_Several Men graphs and X-rays . . . Cgn- home. IT he wanted lo conceal
out th * the decision to Kerp~ Viewed Photos fiscated? Scized? ;Summething, would he raise sus-
them  ider seal#came from I Albert e istant |, flumes testified they were 'picion by certifying that he
jen. I, erks @ «who ‘6‘5 el ‘T'L'H‘:‘::E'h.—a"" asshs ‘t-? | turned ;over” to the Secret burned a preliminary draft he
vas 1 #he altorrey general, [EOURSC "?“r % hleago, 'sa-‘lsl_EJService. bul “nawheré docs he [had written of the “awtapss: pa-
it was Wby's“ decision,” said |32 ':m"" ]r. lsa- axlzlnps_\ po Iu':say they were demanded or that | port?
inoth ¥ - IET“F. S Ml': 0 c{r, %‘ﬁ"glx"'he objected to releasing them, The critics make this draft

Neb, OF the chiel justice nar istrict. all r"g)h of Philadel-| "y ane nocd not have been so:seem part of the autopsy notes
: ‘phia. has staled having secn al ayag,ve or uncertain as lo why themsclves. Those notes are

the s uor will comment 0 S !

ahout s or any other aspect lea.slhnne purparted color photo-|phe photographs were made—identified as part of commis-

of tiv regorl. The ealy thing gm‘?héy alsn were examined '}_‘lﬂslenslbly to assist him (Dr.|sion’s Exhibit 397. And if the

Sen.  annedy has said pub- | . e umes) and the other doclors”, commission wanted to hide any

iy sa n’;,mem We ,,f_.,dc | and authenticaled last Nov. 1 a5 he puts jt. By his construc- revisions in the autopsy report

il i et He aeas sntlstisd |' by four men intimalely con- [tion, it would seem the photos'which it published. why then

that ¢ wald was the assassin. | "Ef;fldr ‘}‘;rr'rg’;c J""'_m{‘i:_ i :“l']cre la!;;en twhhelp the doclors':\'ould it have pUbF'liShEd thl.eI au-
i ; : dine3; " that night of the aulopsy. opsy report in Humes' hand-

'h::l‘ ](Tl f“gsb Stsﬁ mc_m‘he;‘s \'7" tlor patholozist at”Bethesda Nav- | Biltnlﬁumes isEctr.-arpalinut it in \\'fil]ng \Fhich shows those revi-

sl o ubliely aeset 194 al Hospital: Cmdr. J. Thareton “pig testimony on Page 313, Vol sions?

E?,:“‘ mdp‘f" ]écﬁ‘a"f;"”l the ‘Boswell, chief pathologist ~at . Y .

aast ‘;H“J;s':_‘ph o :‘r!lﬁclhcad;; Capt. John Fbersole, “The X.rays were developed Piece of Evidence

Long } ach, Calt/, and Wesley o radinloaist who ps (he X~ in our Xray department on the Was Left Out

3. 1 olet ‘of Eos Anmelee i and Joha T 3Enger Je. i spot hat evening, because we "

have' L‘d h ol | bhc"]— medical pholngfapher at the pad 1o see those right then as _1here apparently was one
e id they felt from the \ojignal Naval Medical Center, (part of our examination, bul the :C00roboraling piece of evidence

|begin g that the X-rays and who took the photozraphs !phulogrnphs were. made for the which was inexplicably IcI}l out

photo: aphs should have been| *We authenticated each frecord and for other purposes,” of W€ aulogsy reporl, the writ-

intiv. sed, - item,” says Boswell, who is | ers learned. That was the result

iMosl Feel Secrecy
S L];fi Be Ended
n

#harviews with 11 of the 13

oo U3, the  writers  have
(learne. that a majurity now feel
£eoret label should be re-
W because of “thrwdubt

er oo and four of the [R-stai—mitinled each of the X-rays.

now in privale practice, “As
Dr. Humes lnoked over my *
shoulder, [ initialed each of

the color and black and while |
pholoaraphs.

There are various sviews oi

Draft of Autopsy

Report Burned
Lane, Epstein and Weisherg

an autonsy “draft 1

place of my recrealion room.

of a microscopic examinalion of
neck wound.

, "“We conducted microscopic
examination of tissue removed

Capl. Ehersole | €€ somelhing ln;.{lgly SUspicinus enorpburating piece of eviderce
tan the statemuent of Humes that whieh was inex licab’s sl ot
AU (R T
'lpcrsunmly burned in the

RN

CIOpSY oot

Gre- ers [carned. That was the resuit

Jol'a micrnscopic examination of
tissue removed from the rear
-

neck wound. E— i,’ :



."“"'-'m:'?“d;’,d!-‘dI"l"‘is“"s"“"Boswell Admits
Hanination of fissue “ve—7——" .

mcl from the neck wound Error in Sketch

area and found forcign sub- Boswell has since cleared up
slaci”s such as [iber par- |this question. He made the
ticle says Tioswell, Jmarks. He .admits the dot is not
Th.. would furiher show that'precise. or It

the bullet which madz the holes
in Kianedy's jacket and shirt
carric ] some material with it
into tie neck.

Why wasn'l this in lhe autop-

sy report?

“It  was an unfortunale
over~ight. It was not inlcn-
tionz"."  Boswell says. |

would say thal three years
age we didn’t presume that

to s istantiate onr findings."
Bozwell conteiliited to  the
contre versy regerding just v At
the =« .lopsy sketch shows oe-
causz L was he who had placed
a dol- indicaling the entry of a
ballel in.an inexacl spot 1t is
below the shoulder and to the
right « 7 the spine,

Criti- s Consider
Sketrh Vital

“The dot was just meant (o
imply where the point of en-
o try was,” he explains, “The
notes describing the point of
enlry are near this mark and
give precise measurements
giving the exact location of
the wound.”

' Itis a hallmark of the critic's
.general scholarship thal in zero-
ing in on this shelch none of

It weuld have been necessary jlhem points out that although

the dot is whdng, the deseriplion
is clear. 14 cenlinmeters down
from the right masivid process,

the right ear, and 14 cenlime-
ters in from the right acro-
mium, which is the tip of the
shoulder joint. That point, on a
man of Kennedy's size, is at
the base of the neck.

And so the critics plunge
ahead consteucting their case

The ‘ritics treat this sketch as
a slar xhibil. And it is on this
dot I ¢ have stood pat.

They claim it asprosi thyt -
ther, was a shallow back

woun and not a neek wound.
‘And 5 1t would mean that the
thro- wvound was an entrance
‘“wot do And THAT would

mean another firing position
2~  other assassin.
The kelch which Lane, Ep-

apainst the Warren report.
Here's Epstein, handling
eseriptive sheals:
“The face sheet shows.fronl
and baek diagrams of the presi-
dent's body.” (Wronz. They are
outlines of a human male and
not.specifically the president).
“0On the fronl diagram, the
throat wound is just below
the collar line; on the back
diagram the entrance wound
is much farther below the

slein d Weisberg refer to is | collar line. Thus, although
the ‘Autopsy Descriplive | Commander Humes testified
Sacet, which is part of Com-! in March that the entrance »
missi  Exhibit 307, the wrilten  \wound was ahove the throut
drift  the autopsy report. This \aund, during the autopsy
sheet a standard form—NMS he marked the enlrance |
PATi  (1-63)—and has the oul- wound below the throat |
lined natomical form of the wound.* |
male ody in [ront and rear Wrong., Humes didn'l make
views t was one of the working

paper during the aulopsy.

Lar Epslein and Weisberg
each : 2 in error in saying that
the r rking on the putlines
|were 1 ade by Humes, Gn whal
is thiy based? Humes did not
testily ne made the marks. In’
fact, he testified, regarding this

. "I notice now that the
=ing in some inslances
is not .ay own, and il is either
that_rf . Cmdr, Roswell or Col.
"inck. e

skot

Material Suppressed,
‘Weisberg

Weisherg refers lo his same  he placed an arrow pointing lo!
ske' % ind ancllier hand-drawn—~tmterial as “suppressed “—HC{he Jeft upon a mark evidently

which is the bony point behind

peints out that the sheets
not published in the Warren re-
port, which was a summation of
ievidence, But they are in Vol,
XVII, Page 45 of the supporting
volumes. Suppressed?

To Mark Lane Lhat errant dot
\is proof of a below the shoulder

back wound. He constructs a

coniclusion thal the commission!

recoznized this bul had to evade!
it because it would upset the
lone assassin conclusion.

“A back entrance wound
was therefore inconvenient,

and, though evidently corro-

wore How could he kaaw aybat’

umes ‘“apparcntly  be-
lieved™ No such staled be-
lief is © be found in Humes’
teslimory. And Lane has ad-
milted in a published inter-
view hat he wrole Humes
but reecived no reply.

Boswel made the arrow.

_ What loes it signify?

“The arrow is meant to imply
that this wourd "of enlry went
from external to internal in an
upward and inward slanting
direction,” says Boswell.

Epstein says there is other
evidence that a bullet never

borated beyond doubt by the I“'em through the president's

Humes autopsy diagram and
corrotorated by the holes in
the jacket and shirt, it disap-
peared,” Lane contends, But
as the report says, it was
pever there—except to such
scrulinizers as Lane,

neck from back to front. For
this conclusion, he turns to the
autopsy itsell.

“The fact that the aulopsy
surgeons were not able to find
a path for the bullet is fur-
ther evidence that the bullet
did not pass completely

Weisberg goes further. Insist-

ing thal the error admilled—by———:

Boswell is no error at all, he
says:

"“Unless the commission s
The prepared to prove (hat this orig-

inal working paper of the autop-
sy, is wrpng—not just a little
wrong tul grossly and inexcusa-
bly wrong—wrong in a manncrl
that car never be expected from
such eminent experts in both
patholoiy and forensic medi-
cine, its enlire report is a mon-
sirous fBake!"

By tre same logic, showing
the erors and wrongs of
“Whitevash"”—as the wrilers:
are doihg here—would amount .
to provng Weisberg is right in
Lis cha:ges.

Arrow Drawn

On Bick of Head

. I
Lane ilso saw something else’

the mark. And Humes' testi- In tie ailopsy diagrams. There
mony conformed ecxaclly with, IS an airow on the back of the -
the written descriplive details| head, wiich is very plain. Lane
on the diagram.) :

sees jt Liis way:
“The liagrams . . , show thal

" Humes apparently belicved a

bullet tc have exited at the left
side ol the president's skull, for -

signifving  a  bullet  enlry~

wound.”

through the president’s body,”
Epstein says.

One of the things on which-he,
bases this is Humes' testimony
that pathologisls were unable
“to take probes and have them
satisfactorily fall hrough any
path at this point." Bul Epstein
leaves. out Humes' statement
that ““attempts to probe in the
vicinity of this wound were un-
successful without fear of mak-
ing a false passage."

Path Determined
During Autopsy

The path was determined dur-
ing the autopsy through recoz-
nized pathological procedure in
which it was discovered there
was bruising of the apex, or tip
of the lung, bruising of the par-
ietal pleura, or membrane lin-
ing the lung cage, and bleeding
near the strap muscles between
which the bullet passed. The
fole al the back of the neck was
characteristie of an entry
wound, The hele at the throat
did not then have the characier-
istics of an exit wound because
it had been used in Parkland
liospital for a tracheolomy|
when doctors were trying to:
give the mortally wounded pres-
wenl an air passaghs——
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Bt Lane, Weisherg and| Also, the FEI did nol receive | Azain, they show how they nick! sntry wound.

E} ‘rin won't buy that,-na4-tke autopsy report until Dec 23 _znd chose to get what they did—
wh a they have the FBI sum <1563, So the FBI couldn’t have an

niy y report of Dec, 9, 1983,

lo  laye with,
T Prn agenly, Jam-.l(W.l

Sipert and Francis X AO'Neill,

wer in the aulopsv_Toom. S0 Change Reports

were some Secret  Service
agen's.
Th> FBI summary report,

which was not publizhed in the
Warr :n report or ils supporting
voliume s—thereby providing
other fodder for the critics—
said, in part;

“Medical examination of the!
‘president’s body revealed that!

one f the bullets had entered
just below his shoulder to the
righ! of the spinal column at an
angi of 4360 degrees down-
wart , that there was no point of
exi!, 1nd that the bullel was not
In t! . body.”

Coi cct Version,

Lai : Claims
Lasc says Lhis report had to
be i1 correct version of the
aule sy linding.
“('early Hoover (FBI
Dir, or J. Edgar Hoover)
wou i nol presume lo sumnmar-

ize 3 mitdical ¢¥dthinatien of
the resident’s body'—the au-
lops report—in so vital a'docu-
me:  unless the autopsy report
had  sen studied carefully, The
un ated aulopsy report
pre- red by the military physi-
cia. and published by the com-
n.  .n, however, does not per-
mit e conclusions offered by
the  RI. Indeed it flally contra-
dic'  hem.” |

¥ . the report updated?
1 & certificate dated Nov.

24,

mj

Ing

po

we

fon Exhihit 397, contain-
the wrilten autopsy re-
Humes cerlifics that all
ing papers associated
wi' Naval Medical Seheol Au-
“~top .Report A83-272 have re-
m:ined in my personal
cus «dy at all times: Autnpsy
pob: s ond the hole-graph dralt
ol i.e final report were hand-
ed (o commanding officer,
U = Nayal Meilical School, at
T ﬂ_\h’m’cmbcr. 1563." =

-—

363, which is part of Com- |

enirance wound at the
(given it careful sludy..ns Lane throat.
says. Lane needs this to support
' his argument thot there was
FBI Doesn't a shot or shots fired from the
grassy knoll—the greensward
And when the FBI did see It| paralled to the presidential
and turncd out a supplemental|; motorcade — rather than sole-
reporl, Jan. 13, 1964, no change[ 1y from Oswald's perch on the
was made because of the FBI! sivth flaor of the Texas School
practice and tradition of report-, Book Depository.
ing what its agents say. “Although cvery doclor who
This Jan. 13 report said, jhad seen the throat wound prior
“Medical examinalion of the ;to the lrachcotomy and ex-
president’s body revealed that ;pressed  a  conlemporaneous
the bullel which entered his ;opinion had said that it was a
back had penctrated 1o a dis- |wound ef entrance," Lane says
tance of less than a finger |on Page 33 of his book, the com-
length.” {mission chose to dismiss these
As J. Edgar Hoover vias lo as erroncous CUHCIUSiOﬂS slem-
explain later: ming from a doctor’s observa-

“The FBI reports record oral |tions lo the press,

slatements made by autopsy| Let's sce. !

physicians while the examina-| Dr. Charles . Carrico. Lane
tion was being conducled and jdocsa’t name him as one of the
belore all the facls were knawn. |doctors saying there was an en-
They reparted that Dr. Jamws J, itrance wound at the throatl. But
Humes, chicf autopsy surgeon, iCarrico was the first doclor to
lncated what appeared 1o be a|sce the president. In a wrillen
“Bullel hole in the back below the jreport daled at 4:20 p.m. on the
ishoulder and probed it In the:diy of the assassination, Carri-

—
Asked about what questions

he was asked and what replies
he made, Perry testified:

“Well, there were numer-
ous queslions asked, all the
questions I cabnot remember
of course. Specifically, the
thing that seemed to be of
most Interest at that point
was actually trying to get me
to speculate as to the dirce-
tion of the bullets, the number
of bullets, and the exact cause
of death.

“The first two questions 1
could not answer, and my reply
to them was that I did not know,
if there were one or two bullats,
and I could not calegorically
stale about the naturc of the
neck wound, whether it was an
entrance or an exit wound, not
having examined the president!
further—I could not comment

on other injuries

Dr. Chm'IE)/R: Baxler. He
helped with the trachcolomy.|
On Page 52 of his book Lane!
writes: "Dr. Charles R. Baxter.
told commission counsel that ‘it;
would be unusual for a high

welocity missile' to cause an

exit wound possessing the

“end of the apening with a Gmor—to described the wound as af
i The examining physiciaps sweres "\smpall penetrating wound of the
iunable to explaln ﬂ,ﬁh@-nec{: n the_‘ lowcr l-:l."I
ccould find no bullet or point of ~"Penclrating™ in medical ter-
ic.\:il. Unknown to agenls, the Minology can mean either en-

iphysicians eventually were able trance or exit. In his teslimony,
! i Carrico further said thal “not |

characterislics of the~—prasj- |
dent's throat wound." But Lane|
left out most of the sentence on|
Page 42, Vol VI, which was a,
reply Baxter made lo a ques
tion. It says: “Althouzh it would,
be unusual for a high velocity!
missile of this type lo cause a|

{to trace the path of the bullet :
through the body." Ihaving completely evaluated all
| One techrique which the cri-[the wounds, ~traced out the
‘lics se to ciseredit the autopsy |course of the bullets, this wound
report is what might be called “ould have been compalible

jreverse English. with either enlrance or exit
In a usval medical situation, \\:nunds dopcnd'mg upon the
size. the wvelocily, the tissue

|if a person died during an oper-
structure and g0 forth.”

ation, say for removal of a wart
1ea his finger, the cause of death
would be determined by an au- Press Conference
lopsy. I the autopsy altributed ! Bedlany, Sps's Perry
{death to heart failure, critics
such as Lane, Weisberg and Ep-
istein—il they are judced
itheir  performance—would
lignore the autopsy, look at
warl.

Dr. MalgAlin Perry. He per-,
formed Lhe tracheotomy, so he
Y saw the wound before it had
53¥ heen touched. In a press confer-

of lrying lo answer most of the

the 'snce in which he had the burden |

wound as you have described,
the passage through tissue
planes of this density could have
jwell resulted in the s2quonce’
vou outline; namely, that the
anterior wound does represent a
wound of exit."

Dr. Ronald C. Jones. THs
report described the wound as

| an entrance wound. lle testi-

ficil as to his reasons for this
belief, and Lane quoles his
testimieny from Page 53, Vol
Vi—up to a point, an import-
ant point. In Lane’s book,
Jones says In part ***You

ICritics Choose questions ("It was bedium,” he

Part of Evidence

This iz what they've done on
mHEING on whadt wned
when the president was thton lo
Parkland  Memorial “iivspiril.

would expect mare of an ex-

m——clzter teslified) he was q"“““*‘"*“[]ﬂnsion type of exit wourd,
Isaying the throat wound was an 1 wilh more tissue destruciion

than this sppeared to have.”
Three words were thon diog.
podoalter “have.” ey wine
*. .. on superflelal eananat
tlon,~———
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LoarAscsn’t mention that'Close Inspection

none of the doctors knew lniet\lran't Possible
was a wound at the back of the Why wasn't the president

neck. turned over at Parkland?
Entrance Hole | Cafrico teslified:
on Back of Skull lreme distress and any more
Lane and Weizberg also em- thorough inspection would have
hasize that the little entrance involved several minutes—well,
"hole on the back of the presi- several—considerable time
dent's skull was not seen by the which at this juncture was not
doctors. Lane's (reatment of available. A thorough inspection
this descrves a close look. would have involved washing
“These eight physicians ex- and cleansing the back, and this
amined the right occipital is not practical in treating an
—pariclal arca: each festified acutely injured patient. You
thal he did not sce a bullet have to determine which things,
hole which ihe commission Which are immediately life
sald wos there,” Lane writes. threatening and cape with them,
Then he glves this version of before allempling to evaluale
the questioning of Dr. Williin the full extent of the injuries.

' “This man was in obvious ex-'

Kemp Clurk, director of new-
, relogical surgery at Pagk-
“land Memorial Huspital:

"Q: Now you described ‘the
massive wound al the lop of the
President’s head, with the brain
protruding; did you ohserve any
other hole or wound on the pres-
Idenl’s head? . )

"l?r. Clark: No, sir; 1 did

And that Is where Lane
slops. But not Clark. 1is an-
swer was:

“No,_s|r: I did nol, This
ct?m_-ﬁﬂ nawy"qﬁn?n‘tltldcn
In the blood and bair."

' None of the seven other

‘Q: Did you ever have occa-
sion.lo look at the president's
ack?

“Dr. Carrico: No sir. Be-
fore—well in trying to treat an
adcquate ventilution and you
have lo establish adequate
circulation. Before this was
accomplished the president’s
cardiac aclivity had ceased
and _closed cardine massage
was |nsh'iu1crl, which made it
impossible fo  jnspect his
back.”

Was this done after the presi-
dent -d7#d? No. 'Not ‘ore doctor
ever said this was done. Why
nol, Carrico was asked. ‘

doctors saw such a hole.. Py "I suppose nobody rw

none said lhere was no suc
hole. And there is good reason—
a reason the critics elect to ig-
nore;

The president remained non his
back, with great care taken nol
lo move his head, all the time
heawas-at-dhe hospital———"

p e heart to do it."
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