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The Jan. 18 op-ed article by Vgl
agent Francis X O'Nedl Jr makes
numerous false stulements aboul e
assassination of President Kennedy,
and raises questions aboul O'Neill's
own role in the subsequenl cover-up
of the facts,

O'Neill says that (he Warren Ite-
port reallirmed the FBI's investiga-
tion of the murder 'This is lulse, as

" O’Neill is fully aware. O'Neill neglect

. ed Lo menlion in his article thal afwer

. he attended the autopsy of President

Kennedy, he wrote a report in collal-
oralion with FBI agent Janies W 4
bert that stand i sharp conae

ton wilh the Warren Conunissiun's

version of the president's wounds.
Sibert and O'Neill staled that a bul
let struck the president below the
shoulder blade, Tive inches helow Uhe
collar line, and only penectrated the
back two or lhrEe inches. The twao
agents reported Lhat the depth of the
wound was so shallow that Dy James
Humes, the aulopsy surgeon, could
feel the end of the bullet's penetration
with his finger O'Neill's report of the
shallow back wound was reported in
the Dec. 18, 1963 edition of hoth the
New York Times and the Washington
Post. The Warren reporl however,
says that the bullet entered five
inches higher on the back of (he presi-

denl’s neck, and Lhal the bullel passed
all the way through (he body and went
on - Lo cause all of John Connally's
non-fatal wounds as well,

O'Neill asserts that Secrel Service
agenls Roy Kellerman and William
Greer agree wilh the official version
about the shots and the wounds. He
neglecled L mention Lhal both men,
also in allendance during Lhe alilupsy,
Lestificd before the Warren Cominis-

sion thal the back wound was five
inches below the collar line and pene
trated only a few inches. O'Neill also
negleeted Lo mention that boln apents
restfeedd Chal the fial twie o (1

- ,4n Nov. 22 were go close Logelher thal

they were right on Lop ol each olher
According o e RIS Lests of e al
leged murder weapon, it Lool a g
mun of 2.3 seconds Lo work e boll
and jerk the trigger - withoul aioung.

Finally, O'Neill s correct when he
says Lhal the Stalements of the eye
wilnesses innediately alter the shout
ing is the best cvidence He is wrong,
however, i saying at i shows the
official scenario Lo be frue On U
contrary, i shows (hal President Ken
nedy  was mderesd by cross fire,
with shols e the fronl as well as
from hehind

Over twao thirds of the wilnesses

The Agent is Wrong!

questioned by the I'BI and the Warren
Commission aboul the direetion ol the
ghots said there were shots from the
president’s vight froul, from behind

“lhe stockade fence on the grassy

knoll. Forty-lwo witnesses (old Lhe
Warren Coramission, either (hrough
lestimony or sworn deposilion, thal
shols came fram the front. O'Neill
also failed to mention that the doclors
who examined (he president’s body
right after Lhe assassinalion told the
press thal he was steuck by two bul

lets, both from Lhe front as he faced
his assailant(s) They (old us one bul-
et steuck him o froot ol the tioat,
Llig uuwp,,,wwrmg Lo glght temple.d -
The liroal wound was reported as a'
wound of entrance by the New York,
Times in six different reports afler
the assassination, while the wound in
the head was reporled as an entrance
wound in the right temple (hrough
Dee. 16, 1963,

The irveconcilable contradictions n
the governmenl's own facls developed
over Lhe years aboul his crime show
that the need for (he (ruth ahout the
Kennedy assassinalion s as  great
loday as it was on the afternoon of
Nov. 22, 1063,

Andrew Liddell
North Windham
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Conclusions Absurd

By FRANCIS X O'NELLL IR

The recent conclustons or lack ol
conclusions veleased by Lthe Seleel
Commiltee on Assassinabions could be
used by consumer advocate and gov-
ernment walchdog Ralph Nader as a
prime example of waste of govern
ment tme and mwoney $5.40 mil-
lion of hard earned Laxpayers monay

[t was expended o come up with a
report thal Iy so lacking w evidenti
ary value, fulure generations will
wonder al our capacily Lo place bhelief
in any findings of subsequent congres.
sional commitlees

Is il unreasonable (o expect con
gressional comnmitlecs Lo act in the
best interest of the electorale and the
government in following thelr guest
for truth? 1s il in the besl interest of
the governmenl Lo release such vidie
ulous findings or does it, during this
time of tense international diploma
cy, give credence Lo the behel of
many non-Anericans thal some of
our congressmen are political hacks
and ambilious opportunists? s it the
prerogative of our elected ofliclals Lo
disregard (he findings of not only one
bipartisan presidential  commission
but the findings of many subsequent
inquiries and investigalions by Lhe
Justice Department and the 'R, all
of which peallirmud the original find-
ings proffered by the Warren Com-
mission that (1) there is no credible:
evidence thal Lee Harvey Oswald was
a part of a conspiracy and (2) three
shots were fired al President Kenne-
dy from the Texas School Bouk Depo-
sitory Building, two of which struck
him; unless there was substantial
findings of fact to the contrary?

I'm sure that if one would look long
enough, he would find conflicling
ideas in some remote corners of this
world as to who killed Jesus Christ,
Abraham Lincoln, and, for that mat-
ter, Roberl Kennedy However, when
the smoke of controversy has cleared
the irrefutable, truth always shines
forth. The fucts cannot be allered in
{ais point of time. Mr. and Mrs, US.

Citizen are the final judges of Fact and
the conclusion reached by the Warren
Comnission from the evidence sub-
miitled Lo iL are irrefutable.

['or one lo believe in g conspiracy
one must be ready lo accept the
premise Lhal the most intelligent and
dedicated men in government, in all
Lhree branches, Tor Lhe pasl 15 years
have been hoodwinked by a group or a
single person, so celestially clever
and so inliotely  brilliant  thal all
Lraces of o conspiracy have vanlshed.
o the commillee Lo place all its
Cgps inoone baskel, so Lo speak, on a
Lape recording of contestable origin
wherein “experts” reach a conelusion
that il 15 “possible™ a fourth shot
nught have been fued - as possible
idications ol a conspivacy — is ab-
surd and demeans the entive legisla-
Lve braneh of our government

Pretures can be doctored, lape re-
corthings erased or added Lo, and ru-
mors Lake on Lhe semblance of facl
aver (he years, hut the statement of
eye wiluesses ynmedialely subse-
quent Lo Lhe evenls themselves has,
since the tune of English Common
Law, been mterpreted in most cases
as the best evidence. Aoy of us old
cnough  remember the tragie evenlts
ol Nov. 22, 1963 can recall with pre-
cise detail where we were, what we
were doing and what was said when
we first heard of the presidential kill-

ing ) i
Koy Kellerman and William Greer,

the two Secrel Service Agents in the
car with President [ennedy that fate-
ful day, emphatically, specifically

and irrevocably staled (o me, six '

hours afler the assassinalion, that
three and only three shots were fired.
They heard them most distinetly.
They repealed this lestimony to me a
few days laler during interviews at
the White House. They were unequivo-
cal in those stalements.

These nien were trained investiga-
tors, used Lo hearing gunshots and in a
position Lo best determine Lhe direc-
tion and the number of shots fired -
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bul mosl unportant they were there
al the time. The majority of the per-
sons inlerviewed by the F.0.1. in what
was Lhe most comprehensive, meticu-
lous invesligalion in its outstanding
history, concurred that only three
shots were fived, True, some persons
in Dealey Plaza thal day did say they
thought there could have been four
shots; however, the hard core, Lhe pro-.
fessionals, agree on Lhree shots.

If, and 1 use the term merely to il-
lustrale a poinl, an assassin was on
the grassy kioll, as hypothesized by
the commillee, and fired al the presi-
dent, is it illogical Lo assume such a
cleverly conceived conspiracy would
have an expert shol al this location? .
And if nol illogical, would not this ex-
pert, since this presumably would be
his only purpose in being there, have
indeed shol Lhe president if he fired? -

I can teslify that no such bullet
ever struck President Kennedy. I saw
the president’s body, assisted in taks
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ing it from the casket at Bethesda,

was presenl during the entire autopsy *

and, at first hand, examined RiS—sma

wounds. There was no wound on his .
body thal could conceivably under
any condilion come from any source
other Lhan above and in back of he
president.

This is not hearsay or the result of
pseudo-scientific examination. This is
fact. I was there, and for someone to
theorize Lhal the president could have
been shot (rom anywhere other than
the rear is not worthy of further dis*
cussion i

The facts simply do not bear out
such preposterous conclusions. Truth
is singular in nature and no malter
how bitter a pill it is for some peoplg
to swallow, the truth will never
change. Oswald ‘killed Kennedy —
there is no credible evidence of a con-
spiracy. Facts indicate only three
shots were fired. :

Franets X O'Neill Jr. retived
April as Assistant Special Ager
charye of the FBI's Conneclic
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