W arren d;d:p guestioned ‘
You are to be conkr ed '?( rch “more dlfflcl;ﬁ but .

on the highly important ar-
ticle by Richard Harwood,

concerning the Warren Report,

which appeared on May 29. It
is gratifying that responsible
discussion of the assassination
1as resumed for, as Mr. Har-
ood’s article shows clearly,

several fundamental problems -

remain unresolved.
.The article properly. focuses
on the critical question of the

authenticity of the description;

of the President's back wound
in the FBI Reports of Decem-
ber 9, 1963, and January 13,
1964. The FBI does not seem
to have retracted or admitted
error. Moreover, Mr.' Har-
‘wood's story provides the sig-

“nificant new information that

the FBI confirmed to.-The

‘Washington -~ Post . on about

December 18, 1963, that the

“first bullet to hit the President
lodged deep in his shoulder-—.

‘'which is consistent with the

FBI rather than the autopsy-

description of the wound.

I cannot readily believe lthaf B
the FBI was capable‘ of issu- .

‘ing 'statements. and reports so
profoundly in error in an in-
vestigation of such enormous

-gravity. The less so, when the
FBI Supplemental Report of

January 13, 1964, contains in-
ternal evidence of a flow of

" information from.the autopsy

surgeon, Commander J. J.

- Humes, to the FBI; and collat-

eral evidence such as' the po-
sition of the bullet holes in
the clothing. and  the testi-

mony - of witnesses who saw.
vthe, President's body, suggests
‘that the FBI findings were ac- '

curate.
True, Arlen Specter’s  evi-

‘dence is scattered through the -
26 volumes of Hearings and

Exhibits, but the same scat-
tering has fragmented every
other major segment of the
evidence, That .has rendered

not impossible. And in plehing
together the &viderice on the
single-missile theory, one finds~
that the testimony and docu-
ments in no way support Mr.
Specter’s hypothesis but, on '
the contrary, leave it without :
ground on which to stand.

I must take issue with Mr.
Harwood’s assertion -that Dr.
Robert Shaw. was convinced
that the intact bullet found on
a stretcher at Parkland Hos-
pital “did cause the wounds” '
sustained by : Governor Con-
nolly. Dr, Shaw first deposed '
{on March 23, 1964) that one |

builet could have or did in- :

flict all, the
wounds. However, when he
Iater appeared asa witness

‘before: the Commission, he.

Governor’s

|

i

was shown the stretcher bul- :

let for the first time. As a re-
sult, he modified his original

.opinion, now saying that the -
. Governor’s wounds could have

been caiised by. two or even
three bullets. :
It is true, as Mr. Harwood
says, that Dr. Shaw testified

“that it was not uncommon for

people:-to suffer a wound with-
out knowing it immediately.

‘Dr. Shaw added, however, the

qualification, “but in the case

of a.wound which strikes a
bony substance such as a rib,
usually the reaction is qui'te
prompt.” I am sure that Mr.
Harwood would - agree that,
since the Governor's rib' was

. shattered by the bullet that

struck _his st, Dr. Shaw’s
qualifying . re: k should not
have been omifted. Moreover,

at - least two  other medical

. witnesses declined to. support

the alleged delayed reaction
by the Governor. v )

“The inconsxstencies in the
record are not, “apparent"-

.they are real.

-SYLVIA MEAGHER
_ New York City. -
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