Kevin Walsh u/22/46
PO Box 15069
Washington, DC Z0003-9997

Devr Kevin, N R

I have not ro d Knndsen's ISUA testimony, which £ should do before* offering
2 definitive opinicn. Thevo is also what some might consider makes me biased, as
I think I ajynot, so first - go into that.

Some time beﬁre IEVIRL AGALITY was finally publiched I was familiar with
some of dandy lobertson's vork and rather liked it. I refer to his belief there
were two shots to the JI'K head. I suggested hou he could strengthen what he had
dons by dupliﬂa’sin,; soue of whatl had published on that in 1475 but by wsing
an independent expert. I bolieve hs did mot do tiht.

When + lmew that H=VER 4CGATIH! wes finally going go appear and when it was
net s.fe for ue to try to go tu X for a press conference on it I qsked Jim to
hold one for me. He agreed. I ofiered Randy participation. L did not ask him to
say & word abouf my book. I did offer hi: that opvortunity to present his case
for a second zhot to the head. I also asked Ghip Selby to appear and he agreed.
Whe L;h:’l.p was working on hir documcntery X told hin about Dolce, +here he was,
and suqqentecl that fhip £o irter{?iew him, Ee did. J.{'rou read NEVEL AGATH! yau
Imow that Clup gave me the full trenserip: of his full interview so J could use
it and I did ue’ﬁ:uch ol it. Randy said ho .;ntcd to first ex: lore the possibility
of first publi-ation in a professional Pabllce.tlon. Y said he'd know by the end

as L now recall of Appil, 1965,
dim d e% iwagined fear, that he did not kmow enough to hold that

press conferance. Ild to]d him to say that he was dein:fit for me because it was not
saffe for me to go t; DC, +iat he'd been my lawyer in all thosz FOIA lawsuits, I
gave hinm copies of decumonts from the book to use and give out, wrote ont what
he should szy a@u‘t them, and told hiu to refer any revorters who hd any
q‘ "destions t¢ me by phone, HL agree to that and then did nothing. Coplvs of the
bool were late ro .clipy him but that did not interfere with the news value in
what * pave him to give out. Vhat his§ real reason was 1 do not know. I think he
migsed a real opportuml'ty'to inform pcople but 1 also think he has his own
hangups. I think also that dandy missed a real opportunity to get some
attention for bis work.
I b=lieve these motters do not make me preajudi_gfed about the Randy reviev.
You say you do not recell evidence of probes. 11 fact bhere was and it
vwas the most influential in what the FBI said and never stopred saying about the
assagsination and about the autopsy. It is in CD 1. They could not get a probe in
the back. I explained why in Post liovtem. The could get a little finger it for

e



pé;’rhaps one joint if I remember correctly, but only that little. That was because
they probed with dhe bo‘t{ll:,/r IJI'%F.' vhefeas it was wounde;{ when prect and the
scapula moved @8 blocked /‘\t:he tath of the bullet.

There i., testinony and there are documents on this that are well known. I
believe they should not be ignored in eny commentary and fhat criticism would be
legitimate if' they are ignored.

sith regard to that 1967 ¥ox gtatement, thet may be the result of a deal
C]r;m Kelle;—;’ of tho Secret Service and L made. L promised if they answered certain

8 wanted to

question: and provided certain ricords I'd not use FOIA to sue them.
avoid that. His complignce was aborted by the drchives and :Gstice but bec?use he

did meke the effort Ikept wy vord, © published what he told me about the printing
¢f tho autopsy film in Post Mortem. 4&s I now recall it, Fox used the Mﬁﬂf lab to
develop the bl.;-k and white film but thatTﬁe Havy did the color work for him. I +think
this is what Mark “rouch says Fox told him.

I believe that at Bethesda there was no delay in the discovery of the wound
on the dbaci:, J', had to Le seen as soon as the corpse was removed fram the casket
and unwrappee;!q. ve gestions about Randy's conjecturess at this point, imeluding that
one in oarticular. Ye is troty; in saying thot ey did not phone Perry until
after midnight, end Andy and the HSCA Jmew that, and the Perry/ Caark press con-
ference vas ajeed live by radio and repeated often, ircluding in the early editions
of the morning papers, which were out not fuch :i.jﬁ et gll after the al.%‘psy ves )
b::.';u. The paper that Mimes uses in his proctocol dated there was a wound in the front

of the neck, M" unes merely omitted that.

A staft’ interview is not "testimorgy."

I think if this is used the conjectures should be dropped and what is omitted
should be stated in that space, like what the official evidence is aboui_k the
inpossibility of getting a Probe in th: wound in the back, ﬁus Calloway's orders
that they n:% track the wound through the body, as was 1‘equ.:.:.red by the autopsy.

I have read Igom-s Pudding. f_:e is a subject-matter ignoramus, é propagendist.
e was, an be had to be, removed fr.m the Oswald case on which he'd done nothing
except go see Marina, as soon as Oswald tecd off on him. Even the title of his book
is not true. .?.s vas not that assignment. It was a dead case until they learned
Oswald was getting or had written the ,@%11:91. "hat is all they had to open
it and the case file had not reached Hesty from N.O. until the morning of the
assassination. \-’routll have to wonder about the truth of anything he says. I do.
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le hope that ycu can come out some of these days. Cur best,



‘ R C James H. Lesar, President

SSASSINATION ARCHIVES 918 F Street, N.W. e Suite 510
\ND RESRARCH CENTER Washington, D.C. 20004

(202) 393-1917

September 19,1996

Harold Weisberg
7627 01ld Receiver RAd.
Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Harold,

Dr. Robertson submitted the enclosed for publication in our
newsletter. I would very much value your opinion of it and
thought you might find it interesting. I don't recall evidence of
probes and seem to recall Humes specifically explaining why it
wasn't done. Did you hear he was deposed by the Review Board ?

I hope you like the newsletter. You may know it is a first time
publishing for me and I have some usefull material in the
pipeline.

Did you read the Hosty book? He and I have been talking. He's a
pretty likeable guy and will be coming to town in November. There
are areas of interest I want to get done on record from him. Got
any suggestions?

Please give my warm regards to Lil. I don't get out your way much
these days as work for $ is pretty paramount. Life at the AARC is
a real challenge.

Please continue to write me at my P.0O. Box and not at AARC.

Sincerely,

f{uww/
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Robert Knudsen White House Photographer

The recently relcased HSCA testimony of a former White House photographer,
Robert Knudsen, who was involved in the processing of film from the autopsy of
President Kennedy, has raised scrious questions over possible destruction of evidenee and
the completencss of the photographic record. From 1958-1965 Mr. Knudsen was a Naval
photographer assigned (o the Whitc Housc and continucd in this position as a civil
servant from 1965-1974. On 8-11-78 Knudsen was interviewed by 11SCA Staff Counsel
Andy Purdy with Mark Planagan in attcndance and questioned over his participation in
the development of the autopsy photographs. 1is firet person account corroborates, in
part, the autopsy physician’s WC testimony that photographs were cxposed the night of
the autopsy which were not present when the autopsy malerials were donated to the
National Archives. :

‘The most dramatie disclosure Knudsen made 10 Purdy and Flanagan could only be
obtained after he requested and received permission from the Secret Service’s legal
counscl, Robert Goff, to break an oath of silence he had given 10 the Sceret Service in
1963. This oath had 10 deal with the contents of the autopsy photos. In 1963 he was told
by Dr. Burkley and thc Scerct Service that these photos concerned entry and exit points
on the President’s body and should not be discussed with anyone. Knudsen remembers
seeing a side view photo of the President’s upper body which showed aulopsy probes
inserted in an upward path through his back to the exit wound in the front of the throat.
Whilc not at the autopsy, Knudsen's description of the position of the body at the time of
probing and the length and diameter of the probes is cntirely consistent with others who
had actually attended. Prior to being released from his oath, Knudsen, expecting the
probe photo to be present , requested that Purdy bring it forth and it clearly would show
where the probes had entered the body. Support for probing through the body and
pictures of this has been found in the HSCA testimony of pathologist Dr. Robert Karnei
and radiologist Dr. John Ebcrsole as well as others who witnessed the autopsy and in
William Manchester’s The Death of a President.

‘The photo of the probes not withstanding, their exact number and time of €
development should be interesting to researchers as well. At issue is whether and when
specific photographs were destroyed. At the present time there are eyewitnesses to both
the taking of this particular photo and it’s presence on the initial processing of the film.,
The exact number of films originally cxposcd at the autopsy is not known because the
receipt shows only the number of film holders and did not specifically record how many
films they contained, The exposed negatives in their film holders were taken by Roy
Kellerman back to the Whitc Housc after the autopsy. According to Knudsen, he
accompanicd Secret Service agent James Fox Lo Anacostia Naval Processing Center
where the negatives were developed in the presence of 1.t. V. Madonia and these were
refurned to the Whitc House the same day. IL was at this initial development that
Knudsen saw the negative of the probes which he was ordered not to discuss. A day or
two Jater all three retumed to the Naval Photographic Center and 8X10 color prints of the
autopsy photos were made. Contemporaneous memos both dated 11-29-63 from Tt
Madonia to Fox and from Fox to Bouck which would have documented the numbers of
negatives and colored prints were included in the list of autopsy related materials given to
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Evelyn Lincoln by Dr. Burkley in April 1965. These crucial memos were tt'le only textual
materials found to be missing when these materials were donated to the National
Archives in October of 1966. Questions may still persist as to exactly how many other
photographs might have been taken the night of the autopsy.

Sometime later when the reeeipts for the initial handling of the {ilm were found
migsing, agent James Fox was asked by the Secrot Scrvice in February 1967 to provide an
account of the processing of the film, In direet conflict Ww Knudsen's later 1ISCA
testimony and his previous conlemporancous documents which indicated that color prints
were made on 11-29-63, Fox said that only negatives were processed on 11-27-63 and
that color prints were not gencrated untll the late date of 12-9-63. Fox’s 1967 revisionist
statement made on 2-16-67 has the implication that no prints had been viewed when the
Secret Service informed Betheseda on 12-5-63 of cxactly how many sheels werc
contained in the film holders. On that same day and at the latest the next , 2-17-67,
another statement was being created elsewhere in the Sceret Service intended to account
for the chain of custody of the autopsy materials. Only ope week after his first statement,
Fox signed this second document which included the additional information that Fox had
made black and white prints in the Scerct Service pholographic laboratory a fow days
after the initial 11-27-63 processing. Without the missing 11-29-63 film processing
memos, the Secret Service’s 12-5-63 memo to Betheseda is the only remaining document
that purports to list the actual number of sheets of film cxposed at the autopsy. This
delay in informing the Navy presented could have presented the opportunity for someone
to view the black and white prints, destroy the negative that Mr. Knudsen saw on the
initial processing and thus manipulate the number of films. If Mr. Knudsen’s specific
recollections, supported by contemporaneous memos, arc correct then prints of the prabe
were available to the Secret Service al the latest on 11-29-63 and any destruction of
particular photos might have occurred prior to 12-5-63 when the Secret Service “set” the
number of photographs when they officially informed Bethescda. “This discrepancy in the
number of exposures actually taken and possibly recorded on the missing 11-29-63
memos versus the number documented on 12-5-63 memo may account for the missing
photos participants have said were taken at the autopsy. s

The question as o why a photo showing probes through the body was destroyed
or held back hy the Secret Service so early afier the assassinalion raises intriguing
possibilitics. There may have been an initial plan to tie the stretcher bullet lo JFK’s body
as Sibert and O"Neill’s initial F.B.I. reports would indicate but the official autopsy report
would immediately exclude this as a possibility. "I'he subsequent friction between the
FBI and Secret Service as a result of interactions that evening indicaie sleps were taken
by the Secret Service the night of the autopsy to establish what Roger Feinman has
elaborated on as the “throat wound ignoran(” story. Their denial of knowledge of a bullet
hole in the throat could mean that some misstep occurred as a result of it. If the autopsy
had procecded on the supposition that the throat wound was one of entrance as reports
from Parkland indicated, then a delay in the discovery of the back wound could have lead
10 unnecessary incisions in search of the bullet that had reportedly * entered” the throat.
While Manchester’s source for the following passage from pages 432-433 of The Death
of a President may not be discloscd for many years but it describes, [ believe quite well,
the motives behind the destruction of the probe photograph. * They had heard reports of



- Fom : RANDY ROBERTSON MD PHONE No. : 615 373 5782 Sep.19 1996 12:46PM PE3

.
-

Mao Perry’s medical hriefing for the preas, and to their dismay they had discovered that
all the evidence of what was being called an entrance wound in the throat had been
removed by Perry’s tracheostomy. Unlike the physician’s at Parkland, they had turned the
President over and seen the smaller hole in the buck of his neck. They were positive that
Perry had seen an exit wound. The deleterious effects of confusion were already evident.
Commander James J. Humies, Betheseda’s chief of pathology, iclephoned Perry in Dallas
shortly after midnight, and clinical photogruphs were tuken to satisfy all the Texas
doctors who had been in Trama Room No. 1.” Mac Perry’s scalpel did not obliterate the
widely publicized first verbal reports of a bullct holc in the throat. It is quite likely that
Dr. Burkley and/or the Secret Service agents provided at least verbal if not written
documentation of the wounds that Dr. Perry and Clark had seen at Parkland, If the
autopsy {eam had immediate knowledge of the throat wound and the back wound and
initial radiographs showed no evidence of a bullet in the body then why did any question
persist as to what had happened to the bullet. Logic would have dictated that the bullet
transited the body. A negative radiographic survey with knowledge of only the throat
wound, however, would have lead to confusion. ‘I'hc delay in the discovery of the back
wound and realization that the bullet had transited the body would have revealed to the
autopsy team that any surgical attempls to find the bullet had been unnccessary. Sucha
sequence of events could explain carly attempts to cover up their knowledge of the throat
wound. Robert Knudsen's testimony would indicate that this knowledge was
photographically documented the night of the autopsy which might well cxplain why this
photo has disappeared,



