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Dear delmant, 
1 

I don t see the Star-Hews out here, don t know if Sieb is stilt at the paper, so I 
write this'proteet-appeal to you, not personally but in the hope you will route it 
correctly. I write it after skimming Lee Winfrey's 11/15 piece that was better suited 
to The National Tatler. 

All of you know that I have never sought any personal publicity of you and have 
sought leas attention to my work than is normal in book promotions. Rather have I mede 
repeated offers, asking nothing in return. 

However, I should be well enough known so that when such a piece as thin is 
prepared - and it bears internal evidence that some time and money was spent on it - 

might have been consulted. Particularly when the piece was essiened to a reporter 
whose ignorance of the field and the literature is obvious. 

The existing situation is the fault of the press. 't has its own way of eoine 
for nuts and publicity eeekere, of being taken in by promoters, and thereafter 
regarding these as these of substance in tau field. ky own history with the Star is 
different. I proposed a joint examination, as Sieb should remember, in which the Star 
would control doctrine. Nothing could be more open. 

How little your own morgue was consultee in this is apparent from the listing of 
the books and their tieing. The fact is that Pose described as the alert wave were 
the second. The first is unmentioned. or are they the last. Of them one only is a 
substantial work. Two that might otherwise have been are so biased they cannot now 
be so regarded. typdcally, they are the ones that got extensive prose attention. 

A commemoration of what by now might easily be recognized as a turning-point in 
history, which in separate from opinions of JFK as a man, is worth more than the Stare 
News gave it. The people, too, are entitled to eon). To sybstance, not tinsel. Where 
you made contact with reality or with substance, save with the pathologists, you report 
nothing not dating to 1965, the first book eine the unmentioned one. ehero you deal with 

. 
the pathologists, popvou  apparently have not boehered to make an evaluation based on what 
they have said in the past and without aakine them what they have done other than loOk 
at film. An obvious question is wh-ther they have any real knowledge of the relevant 
ovieence. I know they do not. 

The "old" evidence in utterly destructive of the official solution. However, the 
day for it has passed in the press. This story, which does not aderese it, is eerely 
the latest example. This is not to say that there is no "new"eviduce. It is to say that 
you avoided it. There is an enonous amount that 1 have. 

Having said this and having in the past been unable to give it away, I also say that 
with the attitude of the past persisting in the present, specifically in this story, I am P'1-' 

not again offering y. I an probably the only writer in the country who is 

not paid for his work. -t is not a career I recoeeend. 
In a way I am challenging the journalistic integrity of the Dtaregeus in this. In 

the recent poet I have offered it substantial, indedd incontrovertible information dealing 
with the tapical. To the best of by knouledge it has been ignored. I have in mind both 
Jaworeki and Ford. 

Last week I file a freedom of information suit that by the news standards with 
which I am familiar is news. It went entirely unreported in the Star. You can check 
it in federal district court, C.A. 2052-73. I welcome a statement that this is not 
today newsworthy or that it is not a serious action or that it does not address some 
of what your effort did pretend to go into. 

About a month aee I fled a petition in th, court of appeals (71-1026) that also 
went unreported. I invite% a statement that the content is frivolous or commonplace 
and thee not newsworthy or that the legal questions are not at least unusual. In an 
earlier stage in this litiention, there was a decision favorable to au. 	minority 

concluded that the "issue", in the judge's words,"forfends against this 



apelicant's eeoposed further inquiry into the aosaseination of President Kennedy. 

Requiescat in pace." He felt the latin deserved caps. Ent your paper and all others 

believed a 3udicial fiat that a writer in thin country should be foreclosed entirely 

from .= inquiry is inaignificant, certainly not newsworthy, for in the ensuing nine 
months not one has mentioned it. 

Were I to recommend a text, 4rastor llieomueller'o comes to mind. 
Ay view is that this judicial language makes is prior reetreint look like a blessing. 

By the standards of the pact, any language like this is newsworthy and would have 

justified editorial attention. 
Rhat I am asking is what the hell has happened to the papere2 What more than a 

Watergate does it take to persuade them to address the state of inforeation available 
to the ecople in a representative society and their own role in it? 

Lot me be specific, since you do neitenow what Orr Kelley end at least two other 
of your reporters were not interested in: 

Evidence that the current vice-presidential nominee was a emeon grafter, putting 
a political crony on the public payroll to dhost a book that included what even today 

is top secret and is denied me, thus the nuit) and the aware falsely about it befoee 

the jenate Rules Committee. 
Evidence that the new Watergate Special Prosecutor was himself a CIA honey launderer 

and personally saw to it that the rumors that Oswald was a federal informant wore killed. 

In addition, in a role exactly paralleline his present one, ho saw to it that the btggest 
whitewash of them all was pulled off the only piece any law was applicable when JFK was 
killed, in Texas. 

Sy documeatation is beyond any questionine, and I challenge you to take this as 

a challenge. 
When Kelly did not call back after I received some of my files that were not in 

my poa:easion I offered this to the Post. It did net what it wanted, about 40 .,ages. 

In two weeks the story hae not apneared. It was written ane perhaps it yet will. 
Winfrey's piece makes ticialidht reference to the late Senator Russell. There is 

what I regard as quite a story here. I sold it to the liational Enquirer months ago 
when they asked mu for eoecthine new on this assassination. They were excited and plan- 
ned to make a big thing of it. elthoueh the evidence was complete, they decided to do 

cons personal eheckiee with eembers of Russell's staff. They got complete confirmation. 

Then, ,without lettine me know, they decided to kill the story. 	I asked why it had 

not appeared I learned they had killed it. You can evaluate the reason and whether or 

not it had not been true when they first spoke to me. It is that Ruseell in dead! 

I put in Russell's hands what led him to break a lifelong friendship with LEJ. lie 
then also surrendered all hio CIA overninht responsibilities. 

This eameina my literary property. I did not approach may of the so-called respon- 
eible pcst preen because I know policy not editorial judgements apply 	this subject. 
However, I do offer the Star a chance to put its money where its mouth is with no 
obligation exdept preservation of confidentiality if it is not satisfied with what I 

have or if we do not coee to terms. bore, 1 make the name offer I did to the 4equirer, 
write it your own way and have no conern about my beliefs or interpretations. 

MY own beliefs I do not hide. I believe that the stint abdication of the major 
media when JFK was killed is what gave us Watergate anc what it can yet mean. Ay hope 

is that the media will filed itself before it in too late. 
Should you want to get in touch with me, I will be away from Friday morning until 

Saturday night. I will be at Lieorgetewn, at the conference on the assassinations. I was 

euchered into it after declining. 

Sincerely, 

Narold Weisberg 
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The Warren Report is like an old used 
car: It rattles a lot and the tires are thin, 
but it's still running. 

Ten years after the assassination of 
President John F. Kennedy the report 
remains the authoritative account of his 
death. A decade of criticism has failed to 
overturn it. 

Across the nation, from Fire Island to 
Wounded Knee, from Haverferd, Pa., to 
Belleville, Mich., some critics remain con-
vinced that the report is a tent of lies, con-
cealing rather than revealing the truth. 
Sylvia Meagher, Josiah Thompson. Mark 
Lane, Dr. Cyril Wecht, Dr. E. Forrest 
Chapman, Bob Smith, Bud Fensterveald 
and Penn Jonbs Jr. — these are only a few 
of the researchers who do not believe that 
Lee Harvey Oswald "acted alone," as the 
report asserts, on Nov. 22, 1963, when Ken-
nedy died in Dallas. 

Yet a tenth-anniversary review of the 
Warren Report, including a reassessment 
of the evidence and interviews with the 
critics, leaves standing the conclusion 
that, although some questions remain and 
some of the report's findings are debata-
ble, no acceptable alternative has teen 
found that explains the assassination bet-
ter than the report. 

THE REPORT IS a vast tableau: S38 
pages with 25 volumes of supporting tern-
mopy behind it, including interviews with 
552 witnesses. It is often microscopically 
detailed, at one point even offering an 
analysis of Oswald's pubic hair. 

There are holes in it. questions unan-
swered and wonders that remain. Some of 
them: 

• Who was the Umbrella Man? Why has he 
never been identified? Was he a co-con-
spirator? 

a Who was the unknown man that the CIA 
photographed in Mexico City before the 
assassination and misidentified as Os-
wald? Was he another plotter? 

• Where is the brain of John F. Kennedy? 
It was not buried with him, but govern-
ment agencies will not say where it is now. 
Several physicians who doubt the report 
believe the brain might show the marks of 
other bullets besides Oswald's. 

• How could one bullet pass througl the 
bodies of two taco (Kennedy and John B. 
Connally, who was then the governor of 
Texas) and emerge looking virtually like 
new? Could this bullet be a piece of false 
evidence that Was planted? 

	

o Why 	anvore Fel'eve a re!.--,rt tHt 
apparently v. a s ,auoted 1. en 
Lyndon B. Johnson, the man who ordered 
it prepared? 

Umbrella Man 
Roughly 400 persons were in or around 

Dealey Plaza, a three-acre park in down- 
town Dallas, when Kennedy was slain 
there at 12.30 p.m. on a Friday. The names 
of more than 250 are known. Of those un-
known, the Umbrella Man is the most puz-
zling. 

The dark blue Lincoln limousine carry-
ing Kennedy was fired on as it approached 
a sign saying "Stemmons Freeway -
Keep Right." Standing next to the sign was 
a man holding an open umbrella. 

The sun was shining and the sky was 
cloudless. Rain had stopped falling almost 
three hours before. In all the hundreds of 
photographs taken along the route of Ken-
nedy's motorcade through Dallas, the 
Umbrella Man is the only person seen with 
an open umbrella. 

In photos taken immediately after the 
shooting, his umbrella is closed. Several 
critics of the Warren Report suspect that 
the opening of his umbrella by the Umbrel-
la Man may have been a signal for the 
gunfire to commence. 

The Umbrella Man was middle-aged, in 
his late 30s or early 40s, dressed conserva-
tively in a dark suit. He walked away after 
the assassination and he has never been 
identified, nor questioned abcut his puz-
zling behavior. 

The CIA Photos 
Oswald. who travelled widely, made his 

last foreign trip less than two months be-
fore the assassination. He was in Mexico 
City from Sept. 27 until Oct. 2, 1963, vainly 
applying for a visa to travel to Cuba and 
Russia. 

Four days before the assassination, the 
FBI received a report on Oswald's visit to 
the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City. The 
report included photos, taken by a CIA 
surveillance camera across the street from 
the Cuban Embassy on Sept. 27, of a man 
whom several CIA identified as Oswald. 

It obviously is not Oswald. It is an older, 
heavier :ran. Queried after the assassina-

SJ1J a cuz tItiOnt15.1 source in-
side the embassy had identified the man as 
Oswald. 

The CIA has never learned, or at least 
never revealed, the man's real identity, 
nor disclosed exactly how be was misiden- 

tified. Critics wonder if he was a secret 
associate of Oswald, and whether they 
might have met and plotted while they 
were both in Mexico City at the same time. 

Missing Brain 
No physician has seen Kennedy's brain 

since shortly after the autopsy that was 
performed on the President the day he 
died. Two sources who know the where-
abouts of all the other assassination evi- 

dence do not know the whereabouts of the 
brain. 

The National Archives holds virtually all 
the assassination evidence, including such 
grim artifacts as Oswald's rifle and the 
three bullet fragments involved in the 
case. 

Asked about the brain, archivist Marion 
Johnson said, "We don't have it and I don't 
know where it is." Burke Marshall, former 
assistant U.S. attorney general who is now 
on the faculty of Yale Law School. repre-
sents the Kennedy family in matters per-
taining to the assassination. Asked about 
the whereabouts of the brain, Marshall 
said, "I can't answer that question. I have 
never asked that question of the family 
and I do not know." 

The Warren Report concludes that both 
bullets that hit Kennedy came from behind 
him, from the Texas School Book Deposito-
ry where Oswald worked. Some critics 
think that the brain, if it were made avail-
able for examination, might show evidence 
of a shot from the front, from the spot in 
Dealey Plaza commonly called "the gras-
sy knoll." 

That Bullet 
The Warren Commission decided that 

the first bulk,: 	 " 	"- 
stru6di him 	. 
neck, then hit 0.11131...A1y 
through Connally's body and broke his 
fifth right rib, went through Connally's 
right wrist where it broke the radius bone, 
and finally lodged in Connally's left thigh. 

By far the most controversial piece of 



assassination evidence is this bullet, called 

Exhibit 399 by the Warren Commission and 
dubbed "the magic bullet" by sarcastic 
critics. Some of the reasons: 

• Although this bullet is supposed to have 

passed through several layers of skin and 

broken two bones, it still is in almost per- 

Exhibit 339 

feet condition. Test ballets, fired for com-
parison through the wrist of a cadaver and 
the chest of a goat, were both mashed up 
and defaced. 
• Despite passing through all this skin and 
bone — plus two suit coats and two shirts, 
Kennedy's tie and Connally's sleeve and 
pants leg — the bullet when found did not 
have any blood, tissue or threads on it. It 
was clean. 

Unlike the other two bullet fragments 
involved in the case, Exhibit 399 was not 
found in the presidential limousine. It was 
found on a stretcher at Parkland Memorial 
Hospital, supposedly after falling out of 

Connally's thigh. Sortie critics suspect it 
was a piece of false evidence planted 
there, possibly by Oswald's assassin, Jaak 
Ruby. 

Johnson's Doubts 
In a recent issue of the Atlantic Monthly, 

Leo Janos, a former member of President 
Johnson's staff, quoted Johnson as havene 

said, "I never believed that Oswald ncaid 

alone, although I can accept that he pulled 
'the trigger." Janos said Johnson believed 

that Kennedy was killed in retaliation for 
an unsuccessful CIA assassination plot 

against Cuban Premier Fidel Castro. 

Johnson's doubts were shared by at least 
one member of the Warren Commission, 
the late Sen. Richard B. Russell of Geor-
gia. In 1970, Russell said of Oswald, "I 
think that someone else worked with him." 

. . 	 . . 	. 
month investigation that cost S1.8 
there have been two and possibly three 
stages in public attitude toward it. 

In the first stage, there seemed to be 

skepticism and doubt, fed by the publica- 

rion of such critical books as Edward Jay 

Epstein's "Inquest" and Mark Lane's 
"Rush to Judgment," both in 1966; and 

Josiah Thompson's "Six Seconds in Dal-
las" and Sylvia Meagher's "Accessories 
After the Fact," both in 1967. 

This stage perhaps ended for some in 

1969, when a New Orleans jury acquitted 
Clay L. Shaw on charges brought by Dis-
trict Atty. Jim Garrison that Shaw con-
spired with Oswald to murder Kennedy. 

The case brought by Garrison was wide-

ly judged a farce. Although several critics 

including Ms. Meagher steered clear of 

Garrison, others including Lane backed 

the swashbuckling DA. In the fallout fol-

lowing the Shaw trial, there seemed to be 

public rejection of all Warren Report crit-

ics in general. 
Now a third stage seems to be coming 

up. No one, however, is exactly sure of its 

shape. Part of this quandry is due to the 
Watergate scandal. 

WATERGATE,1 great segment of the 

public has concluded, has manifestly dem-
onstrated that the federal government is 

quite capable of lying, destroying evidence 
and obstructing justice. Critics hope that 
the public will thus be more moved to re-
examine the Kennedy case. 

There is another side to the Watergate 
question, however, which cuts the other 

way. If the Watergate plotters failed so 
conspicuously to cover up a petty-  burgla-
ry, how can anyone believe that some ca-
bal of plotters against Kennedy could have 
gotten away with murdering a president in 
full public view? 

Time is now taking away important 

figures in the case. If anything more was 
involved than simply Oswald's lone action, 
soon graves may hold the secret. Already 
further testimony is no longer available 
from some figures: 

• Two days after the assassination, Dal-
las nightclub owner Jack L, Ruby shot 

Oswald fatally, in the basement cf the Dal-
las police station. in a murder seen live on 
television. On Jan. 3, 1967, Ruby himself 
died of cancer at age SS in Parkland Me-
morial Hospital, the hospital where both 
Kennedy and Oswald died. 
o Abraham Zapruder took perhaps the 
most famous amateur movie ever made, 22 
seconds of silent color film which shows 
Kennedy being shot. He sold it to Life 
Magazine for $150,000 and, except at the 
Clay Shaw trial, it has not been publicly 

shown in full, though Life published many 
frames from it. 

Zapruder, who owned a dress shop in a 
buildinp. across the street from the Texa.s 
School Book Depository, died of cancer at 
age 66 in Dallas on Aug. 30, 1970. 
O After the assassination, Oswald caught 
a cab tide home in a taxi driven by Wit-
tiirnW, Whiley, On nee. 15. 1465, Whrtiov 

I t trait; 	i.iii i s to 

• Earlene Roberts was the housekeeper 

at the rooming house at 1026 N. Beckley-
St. in Dallas where Oswald lived. In an in-

cident never entirely explained, she testi-

fied that after Oswald reached home via 

Whaley's cab, a Dallas police car pulled up 

in front of the house, honked its horn sev-

eral times as though in signal, and slowly 

drove away. 
On Jan. 10, 1966, Mrs. Roberts died of an 

apparent heart attack at the age of 60. 

• Thirteen days before the assassina-

tion, a Dallas auto salesman named Albert 
Guy Bogard gave a demonstration ride to 

a prospective customer who gave his name 
as Lee Oswald and said he expected to 

have money enough to buy a car soon. The 
Warren Commission subsequently conclud-

ed that this was not Lee Harvey Oswald. 
On Feb. 14, 1966, St. Valentine's Day, 

Bogard committed suicide in a cemetery in 

Hallville, La., by running a hose into his 

car from the exhaust pine. He was 91. 

Connally's View 
STILL ALIVE AND WELL, however, is 

a n:ost important witness whose testimony 
was contradicted by the Warren Report: 
the former governor of Texas, John B. 

Connally. 
The cornerstone of the Warren Report is 

"the single-bullet theory," the argument 
that one single bullet, the one called Ex-
hibit 399, drilled through the bodies of both 

Kennedy and Connally. 
Neither Connally nor his wife Nellie, who 

were sitting in front of Kennedy and his 
wife Jackie in the death car, believes in 

the single-bullet theory. Said Connally, in 
an article in Life Magazine on Nov. 25, 

1966: 
"They talk about the 'one-bullet' or 'two-

bullet theory,' but as for as I'm concerned 
there is no theory: There is my absolute 
knowledge and Nellie's too, that one bullet 
caused the President's first wound, and 
that an entirely separate shot struck me." 

Connally was unavailable for an inter-
view in connection with tills story. But he 
said in that same Life article, "It's a cer-

tainty. I'll never change my mind." 
No eyewitness in Dealey Plaza testified 

that one bullet struck both the President 
and the governor. Despite their views—
and although there was no eyewitness tes-
timony specifically buttressing the single-
bullet theory—the Warren Commission 
went ahead with the single-bullet theory as 
the keystone of its case. For in the words 
of Norman Redlich, an assistant counsel 
who wrote more of the Warren Report than 
anyone else, "To say that they were hit by 
separate bullets is synonymous with say-

ing that there were two assassins." 

EXPLAINING WHY this is true is a lit-

tle complicated, but here is an attempt: 
To begin with, it should be remembered 

that no one can be absolutely certain how 
many shots were fired that day. No one 
had a tape recorder playing and no movie 
cameras were using sound film. There is 

no audi o record of the assassination. 
%;; ''''' 	- 	• 	. 	1. 

say four or five — the Warren Cummission 
finally decided that Oswald fired three 

shots. They did so in part because three 
shells were found in the sixth-floor corner 

of the Texas School Book Depository from 

which it is believed he fired. 



The initial FBI report on the case said 
the first and last shots hit Kennedy and the 
middle one struck Connally. The Warren 
Commission finally decided, however, thet 
one shot hit both Kennedy and Connaity; 
one Missed; and another, the fatal shot, hit 
Kennedy in the skull. 

Another complication, besides the lack 
of a sound record of the shots, is that the 
Zapruder film, the best available visual 
record of the assassination, does not show 
the moment when Kennedy was first hit. 

It shows the final fatal shot; in the now-
famous frame 313, the President's head 
explodes in a corona of blood. 

But earlier, when first hit, Kennedy is 
blocked off from Zapruder's view by a 
sign, which has since been removed from 
Dealey Plaza, saying, "Stemmons Free-
way — Keep Right." 

WHEN KENNEDY REAPPEARS from 
behind the sign in Frame 225 of the Zapru-
der film, he has already been hit, his right 
hand rising toward his wounded neck. 

He is behind the sign for only one sec-
ond. But sine Oswald's bullets travelled 
2,165 feet per second, the instant Kennedy 
was hit by the first shot carrot be pinned 
down with the certainty of the later head 
shot in Frame 313. 

Repeated t tsts show that Oswald's bolt-
action, mail-order 521.45 rifle could not he 
made to fire zips,  faster than once every 2.3 
seconds. Time tneasurements of the Zapru-
der film show ties ond doubt, however, that 
there are less than 2.3 seconds between the 
earliest instant Kennedy could have been 
hit, and the latest Connally could have 
been struck. 

Kennedy is obviously all right in Frame 
206, the last one in which he is visible be-
fore passing behind the sign. Connally is 
obviously wounded by Frame 236, in which 
his mouth flies open in pain. Since Zapru-
der's film rolled through his camera at the 
rate of 18 frames per second, these is less 
than two seconds between these frames. 

Therefore either Oswald hit them both 
witt one shot, with Connally showing a 
more delayed reaction than Kennedy, or 
there was another gun involved and both 
men were hit by separate shots. 

THE CREATOR OF the single-bullet 
theory was Arlen Specter, an assistant 
counsel to the Warren Commission, who is 
now finishing up eight years as Philadel-
phia district attorney after losing a race 
for re-election this month. Interviewed for 
this story, Specter said he has not changed 
any of his opinions since the report was 
issued, and still believes that the single-
bullet theory is valid. 

Specter's strongest argument is the fact 
that his theory, alone of all the specula-
tions in the case, fits with the physical evi-
dence in the cuee — the three bullet frag-
ments found. 

These three are Exhibit 399, an almost-
whole bullet weighing 158.6 grains, and two 
small mangled pieces, one weighing 44.6 

. 	. 	 •• 	. 
grants, or slightly more than one-third of 
an ounce.) 

HERE IS THE WAY Specter fits the 
three fragments into his theory: 

Exhibit 399 went through Kennedy's 
neck and Connally's chest and wrist and 
stopped in his thigh. The other two frag- 

ments are shattered pieces of the bullet 
that smashed Kennedy's skull. The other 
shot missed and that bullet was lost some-
where outside the presidential limousine. 

The courses of the wounds through Ken-
nedy's neck and Connally's chest are both 
on downward paths, so the bullet or bullets 
that caused them had to stop in the car. If 
another bullet was involved, where is it? 
Where did it go? 

As one of the Warren Report critics, 
Richard H. Popkin, has conceded, "For 
those who do not accept the Commission's 
one-bullet hypothesis, there is a genuine 
problem of explaining where the bullets 
went." 

Specter doesn't have that problem. His 
hypothesis covers them all. In the absence 
of a more convincing counter-argument, 
his theory has stood the test of a decade. 

Other Leads • 
Two recent leads that failed to pan out 

are examination of the photographs and X-
rays of Kennedy's official autopsy, and the 
rumor that Oswald was an informant on 
the payroll of the FBI. 
• The first lead arose from the fact that 
two sets of doctors saw Kennedy's body, 
but neither saw all of his wounds. 

Dallas doctors, who were civilians, first 
saw Kennedy's body when he was brought 
wounded to Parkland Memorial Hospital. 
While they strove vainly to save his life, he 
lay face upward and they never turned 
him over. So the Dallas doctors never saw 
the wound in his back. 

Trying to help the dying president 
breathe, the Dallas doctors performed a 
tracheostomy, which means cutting a hole 
in the windpipe. The place they chose to 
cut was across the wound in Kennedy's 
neck. 

WHEN THE BODY reached Bethesda 
Naval Hospital. the three military doctors 
who performed the autopsy did not notice 
the neck wound because it was obscured 
by the tracheostomy incision. So they saw 
only the wound in the back, and obviously, 
the gaping wound in Kennedy's head. 

The two sets of doctors did not ccnsult 
with one another and get their signals 
straight until after the autopsy was over 
and the body was gone, on its way to be 
prepared for burial in Arlington National 
Cemetery. 

The Warren Report subsequently recon-
ciles their examinations by deciding that 
the back wound marked the entrance of 
the bullet called Exhibit 399, and the neck 
wound marked its exit. 

Some skeptics suspected the Commission 
got it backwards, however, and that 
Kennedy was shot through the neck from 
the front. They also wondered if he could 
not have been shot in the head from the 
front. 

T"- a.ev eeeereeelle 1 -r• in  th, 

— 	 1.11 
Archives and forbidden to public view. 
These photographs were not even shown to 
the Warren Corrunission. Tice ban on them 
was not lifted until last year. 

To date, only three non-government 
physicians have been permitted to see 
these two sets of photographs. They are 
Dr. John K. Lattimer of New York in Janu-
ary 1972; Dr. Cyril H. Wecht of Pittsburgh 
in August 1972; and Dr. E. Forrest Chap-
man of Belles We, Mich., in July 1973. 

In a lengthy article published in the May 
1972 issue of the magazine Resident and 
Staff Physician, Dr. Lattimer declared 
that his examination "brought to light no 
basic discrepancies in the concepts put 
forth in the Warren Commission Report." 

His article included sketches of the X-
rays. 

DYED-IN-THE-WOOL critics brushed 
Lattimer's findings aside however, declar-
ing that he was a patsy who had made 
known his favorable attitude toward the 
Warren Report beforehand. They were 
willing to place more faith in Wecht and 
Chapman, both qualified pathologists who 
do not believe that the Warren Report is 
true. Lengthy interviews with Wecht in 
Pittsburgh and Chapman at his home in 
Belleville, however., disclosed that neither 
now questions the basic accuracy of 
the drawings and physical measurements 
in Lattimer's article. 

Neither Wecht nor Chapman believes 
that Oswald "acted alone." But they both 
concede that there is nothing in the autopsy 
photographs and X-rays to prove he didn't. 

ANOTHER SPECULATION that has 
fascinated Warren Report critics for years 
is the rumor that Oswald was a secret in-
former paid by the FBI. 

Texas State Atty. Gen. Waggoner Carr.  
and Dallas District Atty. Henry Wade 
relayed to the commission a story that Os-
wald had been an FBI informant since 
September 1962; that he was on the FBI 
payroll at 5200 a month on the day he was 
arrested; and that he had been assigned 
an FBI informant number, 5-179. 

Epstein justifiably criticized the 
commission's investigation of this tip as 
ridiculously inadequate. Essentially, the 
commission asked FBI Director J. Eilear 
Hoover about it and he said it wasn't true. 
Chief Justice Earl Warren, cornnussien 
chairman, refused to even look at Os-
wald's FBI file. The commission never 
questioned the apparent source of the 
Carr-Wade tip, a newspaper reporter in 
Houston named Alonzo Hudkins. 

Last week I talked to Hudkins on the 
phone in Baltimore, where he is a reporter 
for the News-American. "I think Oswald 
was either a stoolie for the FBI or the CIA 
and turned out to be the greatest double 
agent of all time," he said. 

He declined to name the exact source for 
his belief, but said, "I was told by several 
sources from at least four different agen-
cies — the (Dallas) city polfte, the seer-
iff's office, the DA's office and one federal 
agency." 

When I asked him his source for Os-
wald's informant number, Hudkins said he 
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-i'se never told anybody about malting 
up the number until this week," Hucilons 
said. He said he had no idea where the fig-
ure of S200 a month as Oswald's pay came 
from, that he wasn't the source of that, 



Maybe, just maybe, Oswald was an in-
former for the FBI. But obviousy the 
original tip was much flimsier than the 
way it has been standing in print for the 

last few, years. 

Diagram of the mystifying bullet's presumed course is imposed on a photograph 

taken during en FBI reenactment of the assassination. Buile.t entry spots were 

marked on the unidentified men portraying Kennedy and Connally. 


