Part 2. Was there s conspiracy?
7. z‘"’f."/fy-' ’
CBS: "'The Commisaion has found no evidence thet either Lee Harvey Oswald
or Yack Ruby was part of sny conspiracy...' And the report slso states:
'The Commission hes found no evidence thet enyone assisted Oswald in
planning out the essassination.',..contrary to the popular impression,
the Commission, by these words, left the door open on the question 4f
conspiracy just & crack...They don't say that the Commission concluded .
thet there wss no conspriascy or that Oswald was the sole sssassin....” eré/)

Fact: The wes & good pojnt, if CBS had honest intent, to tell its listeners
thet the Report was designed to give something quoteble on almost any-
thing. However, they didn't, end they chose to ignore the very un-
equivocal statement of just the opposite in the Commission chapter m
entitled "Summery end Vonclusions". There (pege 19) under "Conclusios

F this is the fourth: "The shots which killed President Kennedy snd
wounded Governor Connally were fired by Lee Harvey Oswald. This con-
clusion is besed upog the following:" There follow the Comuission seven
ressons for concluding vswald wae the lone assassin. Identically the m
same is true of the Tipnit murder. *his is the Commission's fifth con-
clusion, on the very next page. Here the “eport repeats thet this con-
clusion also "upholds the finding that Oswald fired the shots which
killed President Kemnedy and wounded Yovernor Connally”.

‘“arﬁl/GE lied, not by accident. The Htrgort does conclude exsctly the
opposite of CBS' misrepresentation of it. 1t doesg not "onlykay that

the Commission could findho evidence thet others were involved, no evidence
that there wes e conspiracy”, it straightforwardly says thet Uswald was

the lone and unassisted assassin end murderer of the policeman,

At the time of these broadcasts, this lie is no accident, for there wes
then 8 concentration of apologies for the government's error, sll of which

emphasized this seme lie, psrticulsrly tha|aar:les by Gavzer end Moody @ﬁ
~he(issociated Fre By )

CES "If there was s conspiracy, it could have taken one of two forms: either
Oswald wes a sole triggermsn for behind-the-scenesy manipulators or

there were one or more additional gunmen firing st the ?residant.é' (page 2),

ol mdden 4
Fact: The most obvious conspiracy is one not mvﬁnﬁ_‘iﬂ which CBS does
not ment:l.on._'ft in any event is & third possibility end mskes esnother
end agein® e not accidentsl lie of the CES statemeat a conspirscy "could
have taken one of two forms"™, esch including uswald,£n 2dZLidiin:

CBS: "The single bullet theory has become perhsps the most controversial

aspect of the report.. The Commission s2id it was not essential to its
conclusiona” (pege 2),

ig not the single-buliet theory that the Commission ssid was not
essentisl to its conclusions, Tor 1T 18, The Commission accounted for
three shots: one that inflicted seven non-fetsl injuries on both men;
4"'"”"”{' the Baix fatal shot, thet it said exploged snd left fwegments inside
Lo N A o1,/ the car end thst damaged the cer in two minor places} and one that miss
M entirely, that J. Edgar Hoover ssid could not be associated with any
bullet or fras t of bullet that struck the car or eny of it

occupents, 5§t Ahis misrepresentation lays the faundation for the —
repetition of a lie by Arlen Specter, the men credited with fetherhood
of the single-bullet theory, which is in the fourth program/; What the
Comnission seid "is not necessary to sny essentisl findings of the

Comission" is "to determine Just which shot hit Governor Connnlly"(nlgj.
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Part 2, p. 2

“non-fatal shot hit the President >

This elso is quite felse, /for the fatal shot is eliminsted end the
Commission sams the between frames 210 and
225 of the Zapruder film. Governor Vonnally was never in & position
E.o have 8 single bullet infliet all the demasge on higyafter about
rame 240, or never when there was time fob* the firing of it. There

lfkewise is no doubt of the missed shot, for it wouhde nﬂbyatander Jemes -
C. Tague, L4/ FC 17 pyoy ﬂm/b,!:k.wrauf th s Defo T A i
Wty 4y -d U ALl

CES: In the seme parsgraph CBS proves it lied, concluding it this way:
"ess @ither three groups of wounds were caused by two bullets, which is
the single bullet theory, or all three bullets fired from Oswsld's rifle
struck ¥ President mmd Kennedy end Governor Connslly, which the
Commission rejscted in the belief that one bullet missed completely" (pege 2).

Fact: There were not three groups of wounds caused by two bullets, and this
is not the single-bullet theory. That theory is correctly steted above.
There were four groups of wounds. One, in the President's head, by the

| so-called "fatal" bullet, end the peir of wounds in the President's

i neck, the wounds in the governor's chest, wrist end thigh, all caused by

/%m\ the "single bullet". i"”“?ﬂ'fg)

e [ D )
% CB;:\\ "This photograph (Dillards, of the %k Negroes in the fifthefloor windows),
taken only seconds after the sssassinstion....” /f«yz,z ;

r Fact: Seconds-is an abbreviation. CBS suppressed knowledge of the Hughes film
AT v aeemnm e ) —of-no dore eomplimentery, wes ignorsnt of it. This motion picture,
L #hich shows both the entire soWth face ofythe TSBD gnd the motorcade
on Eim St,, teken &t the moment of the assessination, disproves the
Commission story snd the account of the testimony of these three men
that CBS here uses, on tke next psge. (PW/2xi%# 125-30,278-80). CES—S&w

L1 L i = paaPhe -t R—tire preagg)

CBS: Hollan‘s "is perhaps the most ellins account in favor of the grassy

" knoll theoryL"y‘uga 3)("-/.
v El
pu,’/ﬁ-\"ﬂr Faet: ‘ll‘é% e accurate formuletion is not "grassy-knoll theory" but shot from
L ’,,r,/‘ t dt’ﬁx{t, which includes grasssy knoll. And "the most telling"” evidence
f‘g L is not eye-witness t:%?pzn.y;i\plportant as that 1s, but the tengible ewid
ot \ evidence. &3 Fhe floc CA hﬂ’fnitially sew the President| ¥,
the only ones who ever saw the wound in the front of the Presideni’s ;777

neck'F_,th?n said it wes or esppesred toc be an entrance wound. TyderStete=
Rt ment " st1ll in the sutopsy report two days after the assassinetion and

—-Wes confirmed to e sutopsy doctors the day after the sssassinetion by »
Dr. Perry W 1e8) ., Bere—is where—this belomge—in—eerbext, CRS [/ 7/}
ignored this tengible W of a shot from the front.

CES: "Mr. Zapruder, when we interviewed him here, tended to sgree that the
knoll was not involved." Here Zapruder is am interviewed. He says,"...
I believe that if there were shots that ceme from my right ear, I would
heer a different sound. * heard the shots coming from -- I wouldn't
know which direction to say -- but they was driven from the Texss Boork )
“'epository and they all sounded aliks..."(ﬁage 4) Jaea
E ~

from the grassy knoll 15, 138-9). He slso indicsted this at the

}r—l—‘ =
Fact; Zapruder immedistely toéc{ the Secret Service thet the shots hadc coma] ,/v‘-f”"r/
feginning of his testimony, when the brain washing hed not been completed.

CBS Usaq‘ Jemes W, Altgens to sey "...at the time he (JFK) wes struck 4
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]T by this blow to the head, 1t was so obvious that it ceme from behind.
; 4% hed to come from behind befsuse it cqused him to bolt forward..."
{

4ela e FpiAn hedre The [JV!HJL:.};#V!
Fact: CBS edited Altgens® tes¥dmenyy for he iﬁ‘testiﬂeﬂ‘,{_‘that the exploded

brain mstter end o{her tissue splashed to the left, not consistent
with the official eccouht of age to the right side of the President's
head only. More important, f% used what it knew to be sn incorreft
recollection, for it knew the Zapruder pletures show thst the President
never "bolted", never went forwar#., *t knew slso that the President

(Tﬂ #) wv moved first backward, snd then to his left, which is axactly whet the o
A s Zepruder film, incontrovertible evidence, shows. Lat=s : e L/
Mo ~——guns this in s different ccntexttgage 6> e

CBS: "OFFICER JACKS: The car in which I was driving, which occupied the
Vice President, wes -- had just counpleted its turn, end I felt a
blest which sppeared to be a rifle shot come from behind me. I turned
and looked up at the School Bo-x epository."There could have been
no shots from in front, dacks is led to ssy, &nd "I eould feel the
concussion from all threa‘{" P#19)

Fact: Assuming what is im'ﬁrobablg, that Jacks felt the concussion of
all three shotsx-snd by the third he¥ wew well down Elm Street asnd %

”'m awsy from the Pepository Huilding- he did not and Wﬂ o S/
Al felt the first "from behifid me” if it ceme from t %th floor
1‘;( W \ window. The incontrovertible evidence of -Iﬁi‘gana and Zapruder
@ ﬂ(.‘, " -pictures proves this. By,frame 255 ﬁﬁ?’ the@ird, was oprosite
i M the second of the rosd-lsne stripes 202=33 I 244-5). his stripe
| s roughly persllel with the meln entrance to the byilding ( 209,

WWII 246). If the President had not been struck before reme 210, ss
without doubt he md been, 83 I proved - snd CES 2lso says - at that
part of the Zepruder film Jacks could not have completed his turn and
any concusion he felt from behind him and to his right would have had

to come from f‘he-:&:kﬁﬂ:hﬂt&g, oduld not heve came from the TSED.
4 el §ewr 1ok, )

CBS: "In Abraham Zapruder's film of the assassination, the fa&tal shot
appears to move the head baclkwmr®.The critics contend this can dnly
mesn the shot came not from the Bonk Pepository, but from somewhere in
front. Not for the first time, nor for the last in these reports, we
find equelly qualified experts in disagreement. We put the question
of the President'd heed movement to an experienced photo enalyst and
two expert pesthologists" (Page 6)

\ Fact: It is true that some of the criticas pnow contend thet the Zepruder
film shows the President's head wﬁng ng backward. Hamever, 1 know of
no book by any critic save my own E I which so states.
Y
riﬁd—(\\ The first of the experts CBS here presents is Charles Wyckoff. EHe
\ o0 and¥fe® he mekss Do reference to the'motion of the

/H——- resident's hesd, (backwardy Thisgiis whet CBS seid they out to him. They
vk—w " the explosion...occurs forwsrd of the President.
@ ow, Wo at indicaste the bullet coming from the front:™ To thie
' Wyokoff dimegreed yi’sge 8 kRether thanf.ngaged in & nabbsr large miss
representation, of the W“r’itics and CES's onw ststement of wha' the

critics holdi"Well, you're aware thaf some eritics say that by the
very fact that in the pleture you cantleorly see the explosion of the
bullet on the front side of the President, thet thet certainly indicates

i
:% the byllet came from the front‘:(pags 7}
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Beot: Perheps CBS drigad up some eriﬁe am that 1t felt it could torture into
"some eritiecs sey", but it knew ahd the only book seys that the
President's head moved beckward, not forward, and this argument ig
based not on the exp?osion but hesd mction. However, Wyckoff's
enswer is al ight canfort to thé defenders of the Comn1ssion, though
presented this way by CBS., Wyckoff showed a series of millionth~-of-a-
second ppctures of am bullet going through a light bulb, with the -
"explosion” shead of it. There is & vecuum inside & light blub, not

brains, blood, bone, ete, But in eny event, it is nat "ve ler
to the Zapruder-Kennedy assassinstion lms", es Wyekoff uays,nyf?;:la case,

A

Ji/,.‘}/‘il.‘

, x‘f‘ﬁ::“\ from the Commisston's aﬁox"}":ﬂ the right side of the tead exploded, enlys
pvt the explosion w Bs to the front d the. sccording to the

R gotd / v 8
_'f'j;“/’ witnessesy was to the left, All of this*g summed up by Cronkite in this towering

non-sequetur:"That is one explanaticn from a physicist as to how & hesd

= 2 could move backward after being struck from behind" » followed by an

/ VAN understatement of similar magnitude, "which seemsfto meny laymen not
~____ possible", I re-emphasize, Wyckoff msde no reference to head direction.

Chy; H n “t{at must have been s much longer inte-view
with Dr, Cgril W, Wech$, a fo gg ic pathologist, of Duquesne Universit

LA Coura T iX%o 8 single short peregrad s'Uhe essence is thet it 1s "quite
wnlixely" thet ashot from behind moved the hes :

CL?’. Gas: Here CBS produces the first gn/two "first appeerances" since the assassing-

tion by two central doetors, untrouybled by the wonder why these doctors,
both of whom are under ettack,\g appear for CBS and not for angone
else. The¢xplanation is obvious: CES promised a whitewash and thet is
what 1t delivered, aided im.easursbly by the doctors who, in turn, were
assistedd by the CBS failure to ask the obvious questions, none of which
they had to work hard to concelve, for they sre set forth in my piblished
work snd some by others, First is Ur, “sleolm Perr » making "his first
public statement since the report was pubkished" (}’gge Tk

7 Of the wound "in the front of the President's neck", of which Hather
asked, Perry said said his was "a very cursory examinetion" because
of the need for "immediate section" (pege 8) which is true but no answer,
for to an experienced man a cursor examination is enough and Dr. Perry
hipﬁelt operatéd on that very poin%, hence exsmined it carefully. Asked,
"would your discuss" the front-wound "with me", Perry said what is entirely

unrelated, thet " the determination of entrance or exit frequently requires the

ascertation(sic) of trsjectory. And this, of course, I did not do. “one i
of us did et the time. There was n® time for such things", This he follows/s
with further evesion snd fslseho-d, a pef 'agrpeh on the difference in
size between entrance end egit w~unds \whth no reference to the specifics
in this cesed, snd the statement that with an unde formed military bullet,
" the caliber of the bullet on entrance and exit will efuently be the
seme” and the w-unds mmy "would be very similar" 44 75.

Fact: The could be true of diemeter but not character, es sll the experts, w
withour exception, acknowledged. The direction of the bullet is indicated
/ y the intrusion or eyteusion of the ﬁiejea of flesh. £y wunndsy 4f vum - fion-
bhs‘r(} batfery Iy LL;..B ai Wik bla, t'?..c..ﬂurhn 4{ b fpnd OS5 [he /;/,.-r, ectd s M= patie /’Ja77,.ﬂ7°,1¢r bal e,
CBS: "Did 1t occur to you at the time, or diq}ou think, wes this an entry
wound, or wes it en exit woundi" [pej. o).
_ ’ f’}g.c ‘%”.“'.,'_.)
"I didn't give it much thought", Perry replied; going immedistely inte
8 restatement that he had to epply his amesr energles to "the problem
Exi at,ﬁand". 88 did the others present, "and I really didn't concern

myself boo much with how 1t hsppened, or why", ?;711:;_ ragraph, with a



iy CERKT I T
_t{] There would be less quétion of CBS' integrity, lass/tor its Tmpertielity and |
intent, if 1t had not be®e suppressed the fact thet in pubdishing the indivi-
2.hm Y
dual frames of the zaprudarﬂthe Commission had not reversed Frames Slﬁ/and
315 (FPHOTOGRAPHIC VWHITEWASH 25, 145), maldng the motion of the Precident's

o Aurieacd ﬁ
hesd in pesponse to the strike in Frame 313 seem to exac = opposite

Tk‘ﬂ”f‘_‘f‘;_,/ LusnT7

Tz rectlion than it reslly and had it not slso suppressed the fact that
there were nine unpublished fremes (FHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH 22, l44), The 1
suppression of this upquestionsble evidence - the alternative is CES 1gnorance,‘

t,"" 1 [;7/

hardly possible minimum Jou#\liat end research competence )w-l-ik
the investment of s half-million dollars}and a tremenduous totel of man-hours
over a seven-month period - is in 1tself proof that CBS never intended a fair,

‘T
both sides presentation but designed the ex parte whitewash t%esented.

{n\ 1:"()
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Part & 2, page 5

number of other similar evasions, lies and non-sequeturs, ends, "I
didn’t think much ebout it," /ﬂsage 8/,
3 ;

Fact: The very first dey, Perry said this wes & wonnd of entrence. Virtsfilly
81l the medical pe‘o_P_,}p, g,} “arkland seid this, some meintaining it even
after considerable presiure smw wes applied. The second day Perry =aid
the same thing, end it remeined in the sutipsy report for two days,swhen
i¥ wes mysteriously removed without any slteration in the ctpb@
The sworn testimony is that when he learned this was inconsistent
what the sutopsy doctors wers going to report, he asked Dr. Kemp @lsrk
to take over his next press conference for him snd #x afﬁ then fled
Dalle s, secking to svoid al1 contmst with the press. Hé would nevar}:ave
dared lay himself so wide open as_on t/hisngs film _wi‘?mut assurance he 1 v
, wes going to be handled eesily, /¥ 7/ M pun hrei __j"',"‘/ Al il ol e
V] - e Leond ey f Wbl Q. Homis There mty'n purd— i Facea | yuctd hirne RGO AT T T e
CBS: "é‘ha nature of the throst wound cen no longer be verified, for no
Tecords were made and no pretures taken before Dr. Perry cut th ough it in an
attemtp to relieve his pstientsls breathingt: [f« Iz :S”j

Fact: Records were made and recorded and exist, end they say the sident
was shot from the front. CBN lied. "The nature of the thr &:ound"
can be "verified" end has been, by those who saw 11:!_, aed Lt 18 not true
that because "no pictures were taken before Dr, Perry cut through it"
the autdpsy pictures would have no bearing. Tne cut is a straight slit.
Only examination of the autopsy pictures, which the government prevented,
with the Commission never @ ing 1t, never ssking the doctors sbout them
under oath, and denying ansl sfa whogan meke sense of them access to them,
can discloase whether they a heiv mesningful content on this point. It is
more then possible thet if proper pietures w utgﬁe of front and W ck,
the character of each wound will be pmsal‘M’ relatyonship in
size between the two, which is onehf the key merk@s of distinction between
entrance end exit wounds, The direction in which the flesh engds st the
edge of the wounds also might be visible, which would, hsd they not been
distdurhed, reveal dir:=ction of the bullet.

//: 7€ %,

CBES: E:re, less then honestly, CBS acknowledges the public_admission by
rry that the shot in the neck wes from the front, It comes out thi
way:After a big buildup snd exaggerstion of th significanfe of the
"turbulenece"” and "disorder", "Dr. Perry was rushed from the emerge.
room for a news conference, whe re he was badgered into giving s scription
of the wounds. The neck wound, he toldfhe press, looked like an try
wound...In the trenscript of thet new conference, there's np doubt
thet Dr. Perry made it sound as if he hed a firm opinion... [#ere bhe
true propugandtst’a subtle touch, the design to make it =] ‘8 though CBS
is being forthright and is also giving the i'ghg;_skés,/bz:':of which are

—~ ——._ untrued.
[/ PactL ™, Dr. Perry wes "rushea” nowhere. There was a considerable time I.-lies between
the offieisl death of the President and his press conference, e was

badgered into nothing, snd thkere wes no refuirement or compulsion on him., ‘
The next dey he ducked the press conferenes wihtout doffieulty. Now if o4
i%e CBS intent were anything close to honest, 1+ could have telecast

8s conference. +t could sven haevs directly quoted the transeript. Its

filure %o do either tells the whole whitewash stovy. The truth is

(éonhrary to both CBS statements end inuendos. Wethout haste, without
ppressure, without badgaring, the next dey Dr. Perry told the autopsy
doctors thet the #fresident s neck wound was of front entrance, CES knew
this from m#pubuahad work; which it resd snd had.

o ol T
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CEBES:
Factl
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Mentions (page 9) the effort of Dr. Roserxto guarentee a *exas autopsy,
which it says 1t got from the Manxhgster book, mentioned with eredit.
However, it esrlisr resd this in WASH, which esrlier pointdd out,
¢ CBS conceded, thet "Tpe murder had been comnitted in that stste, end
there were no laws which gsve the federsel govermment jurisdiction".

This is not s important point, but it is ore of many where properly
odrdit dhould heve gonme to first-published sojceg. In esch cese, these

are my books, end in every case, CBS either failled to mention them or gave

public credit to whet I first did to others.n 477/

",..FBI agmts submitted a report leter disclosed in Edwerd J, Epstein's
book, 'Inquest] which seid that they hed heard oney apthologist

say he had found a wound in bhe Fresifent's tmck, and “could not find =
exit"(page 9).

This informetion had, in parapz-aae, been agérefully leaked the end of
1963 and early 1964, However, 1f CBS were %o give credit for "dbsclosure",
the first book to "disclose" this was WHITEWASH, twhich prints fecsimile
excerpts of the FBI report on pege 195. Further, thé~did not rest on/y
the FBI report, as my books slso disclose, for it wes in the tesfimony of
Roy H. Kellermen, aeoretﬁéervics sgent in charge that day in Dellas and
en opvserved of the autopsy.

[as

Ry
"...Gggtim Hymes.,..has zummxkaxk.,re-emeximed the X-rasys and photogrephs"
(page 9).

This ageinst 1s a deliberate CBS pisttatement of faect, for it knew the

trush from my writing. That is that neither Bymes nor esny of the doctors

saw the pictures, not gt the time they took them, not as a mmmditimpxef

prepartion for end pert of their testimony, not since then., The first ol

time the doctors exmeined the pictures was when they were called to the

Archives to do in the end of 1966. CBS repeats this lie & numher of times

during the shows. *t is not without point, for its has the effectbf

saying the doctors authenticate the picture, which they camnnot do, and

of disguising the fsct thet they did not heve them for the completion of

their autopsy report or as a necessary ald st their testimony. /7 alys § 4¢¢The

Ypu 2pinnn e a?  fheves }»\ Thin phoin = Lefie -2y 'lr-'J'-J Hlin pagntrd.

Returned to Dr. Necht and the sutdpsy sketch., When discuss this,

Rather misrepresentg/ti® fsct, ssying, "Now, the Commission Report

accepted that the bullet entered very mesr the neck, did it not¥" (;PG'ge mb
v L TG g

Basic to the Report is not thet the rear, not-fatal wuunMvary nesr

the neck" put thet it wes in the neck and nowhere else.

—

Handles the discussion of the Boawell akeg@ﬁin a way to meke it appear
that when Wecht is talking about Exhibit 385 he is talking sbout the
Boswell skefeh |pesge 10).

‘6 i " gy :m{auw
Agein repaatf’ end compou.nd! the lie about the/plctures and X-reysi 1%
slso repaat“’ita plug for itself, that this is the first sppesrsnee or
interview granted by « Hymes. First “ronkite mpeati‘(the lie, "re-exam=-
ined" and then "ather hﬁ. just as falsely, "...Have you had a look at
the pictures and X-rsys from the time of the sutopsy, since the time
thet you submitted them to the Warren Commission" }.{oge 10).

’
'H’ara the lie is more significant for it says what is false, that the
Wa;;ran Commission hed the pietures and X-rays, end that it is Humes, the

ogﬁir witness on this espect, who gave them to the Commission, the inference
being in his sworn testimony.

[
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In saying "yes", “umes slso tells all the same lies, that he had earlier
seen the pictures, whichpis false, that the Warren Commission, to his
knowledge, had them, which 1s slso false, end that he bhad them and
aied gave them to the Commission, sgeins false end sgaind, to the knowledge of
el o ,.[/g{.‘l.{ all }n_volved. lmowingly false, 7/c Cheace o dotween gee’J pivpig Loth,
% TENATe fidge ol S brvvp ifinee § 14 vevbntl 4 f"’f- Mo fart nsotn e
f‘r't'.) [4£5. CB: Asked Humles to com ent on the disparity betweenA,'FSFJ end the Boswell sketch.
‘ 0f the Bspwell skecth, Hunes is pormitted to sey, withoubt any gquestion
being esked, "they (mem inz sneh sketches) are never mesnt to be accurate
or precisely to scale". (& ; 11) Hymes emphesized this absence of need
for oprecision in responese to the friendly question, desigmd for this
purpose,”...in preparing autopsy reports" it is "routine" for them "at
this stage" not "to be prepared precisely”. "No precise messurements
sre made"”, he ssid, #nd thejfskecthes ars "used as an aide memoxie, if
you widl, to the pathologist as he later writes his report,” /’*PV’ =i ).

i Fact: The sutopsy is a medico-legal documentd. As & physicien qualified in

| forensie medicince, Dr. H mes knows, es certsinly CBP did, thet there

is the utmost in precision required at every stege in an sutopsy report

on sny murdey, most perticulsrly when it is the murder of a President.

, Further, it is the esseche of the inexcussblé ergument made in pretended

_ defense of the Boswell sKetch 4WH-107} that precise measurements had been

| ma nd correctly enterdd on tpia chart, wha{je the location of the /r‘aé?!- F‘,Jf.
wound incorrectly marked B3 the dewcription of the location ﬂ'
correctly mmxr indicated with respect to its distance from the msstoid.

i CBS: In further sttemtpted self-justificstion, Humes ssys, "More importently,
‘ we feel, thet the measurements which are noted here st the mergins of the
drewing are the precise measurements which we took".

Fact: The notes, which are what Dr. Hymes seys these figures come from snd the

real besis of the sutopsy, esre totally missing. The are required to be

in the Commission's file 371 and are not in duplicete files in the Natipnal
Archives. They sre rédquired to be in Exhibit 397, and they ere not. They
heve not been burned, as mMark ~ane and others says, but were carefully
preserved, 2s my books alome disclose. CBS knew all about this. If their
intent was honesty and their purpose the fair exposition end preaentfion
Af both sides, at this point there should have bam reference to t o
sbsence of these very notes Humes says ere the most important, snd’ tle =bee
absence of any exacti skectchss, macisel".lconting all of the President's
wounds, scars, etc., such as meke the Oswald sutopsy s model of scientific
precision. Failure to essk these obvious and required guestion§ already

| (’ Sy public in my writing lslone smong the books) ma,,rkh_t g CBS show as @ Ps
S f’_“_‘j__"_”jﬂ whitewash, faar};ra they had the man wrese e %fporessed document 74153~
nmw;l_ e 18 sayin explafns why
Errfi’: k::“ #,"_’ _, Humes would appeer on CBS but would not snswer my letter or comient on the
| 2aitstiing ﬂ«!’;"l-q':t-}‘- ¢ eriticism of him and his aut®psy in my boo ks? tecause he lmew he
v / would bes treated in this raa?,’gn‘. ?emﬂ,l&gqg.daw face anyone who kmows
Ak . the fact end truth and is nof parbisen Like CES, ,2¢<S At _gnk) *Aee/ T
< he 't*fkrfh"“wmﬂw;d’n}:’ ‘."2:, fi—t ‘}l-'.?_.{l RS st .’/ £ ¥yt H\—? FThe el e i ,\_a’,"‘z—ﬁ’w
CBS pee Pormits E mes to "locate" the rear, non-flital wound as he

Faot: did in the sutopsy report, in the sbnormal fashion thet "fixes" it by
ans of only flexible points, "fourteen centimeters from the =agtx
tip of the right acromium snd fourteen centimeters below the tip of the
right mastoid". As I slone among the critics pointed out, each of these
fails to locate, each is e variable. The ordinary espd inflexible method

is not to use the scrdmium, or sho?lder)oint, which involves the &
» ol R

Le dJbiye

width of the body end means nothing, but the spine, which is elfere‘the
1

s A i T
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ey

cantar, regardless 6f the width of the body, I-d/t(ny maa ursment from it
is precise, withewt knowdedge of the width of the body, the mastold,
which 1s en entirely different pert of the body smd invofives both the
Jength of the neck and the position end angle of the head, neither of
which are even remotely indicated in the sutopsy, Here normsl and
asccepted practise is for identificetion with the numbered verterbrael
Fgilure to do these things, to give inflexible points, puts the whole
sutopsy in question. CBS failure to seek the truth sabout it and worse,
£lagrant whitawashing of it, with activeoconboobdx contribution to that
whitewashing, rsieses g questions about CBS integrity snd end any possi-
bility of serious belief of the CBS clalm that it gsve"both sides".
Over and above all of this, there is the total absence in tke abtopsy
b e o] report of any diagrams, en essential if the autopsy was to be underettbod
W ?L — knew that thelr repor uld no ve the pilctures and #-raya did
bin ek Locoks imow 1f the plctures were clear; end beceuse the pictures caf |  hot kow
fl‘:_"__‘f_bf_t;_f_;.—f measurements, vital in eny criminsl proceeding. In fact, the absence of
Ahie 4‘,5”;;;‘4_ any charts is eample indication;the doctors had been told $o prepere

‘f /Avﬁ,#—‘;/ a genersl document thet wuld not be closely serutinized, a fsir indi-
{?_“‘__‘f’__‘_t —padr cation they had been ordered to whitewssh, otherwise, w h their foren=-

sie treining end experience, they wuld hsve prepared a rsport that would be
unequivocal end could heve gone to court. S¥% Doctors with forensic-
medicel quslifications would not knowl 1 suhﬁft # report on which they
could not face cross exemination with a’aam-anca they wauld not heve
to. At the time this r=port wes completéd, Oswsld hed just been murdered.
At the time it wes drafted, he wes still alive. At the time this draft
was revised msst he hsed just bean murdared M—*&Wﬂ

FeTant e e TS R0 ,-Thel'e was thei Mbiliw of

® cross exeminstion by his lawyera. Hér,is the—nu#—limly reason for the
burning of the first dreft of the sutopsy. Yo
Further, this is an incomplete autopsy, which did—net troubla!GHS-e&s
more then the Commission, fer Both were silent about its incompleteness.
In short, this is no shtopsy, as the American Academy of Forensic Medicine
declared at its annual convention.

CES: Hymes was esked if Exhibit 385, wes "precise”., “e said it wes because
"we were trying to be precise, eml refer W ck to our maaaurements, that
we had made and noted in the mergins of the other drawing._, € /’)

Fact: This is inconsistent with his testimony (#W183) end with the certificetions
executed, including by Admiral Gellowsy,(C.0.>)of the entire Naval “edical
th

Installation, Lf is elso inconsistent wi he subsequent apobogia, which
are to the effect thet these were just rough notearm“ accuracy wes
not essential, ln his testimony,ﬂmaa S¥ora that haﬂheld in his hend
"ecertein notes in long-hend, or ruther.,‘of various notes in long-hand

B

] (LV HITEWLAS 4 hﬁj\ mede by myself, in pert during the performence of the examination of the
"—-—sx_____.:/'\%ﬁfﬂﬁ’ end in part after the ewlr we give Humes

| th and assume that gl 1 those notaes he made after the examination

i

were draft® of the sutopsy, which is not likely, there remains those today
non-éxistent "long-hend notes" that he swore were "made by myself...

during the performance of the exsminatione..."This, of course, is what
wauld be required. All those deteils in the fiftean pages could not be

@ in his hesd alone., ¥o these he does not refer, end the resson is obvious:
I heve publicized the fesct that they are not in Exhibit 397,where they

were when he was on the stend, or in Fgyle 371, where they ere also required
to be. The notes of the autopsy are the essence of it. There are,
officially, no notes to support this one, no nptes sgeinst which it can

be checked for error, snd, of fourse, no notes to be cwrss-examined about,.
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Fact:

pert 9

Complicating it even further, the receipts show|thet the Naval
Hospital gave all its records of the autops( N every copy of
£insl-dzeft to the White House, So, unless the Commission geve him
mesterials to work with, from his own ‘testimony he had no basis for
preparing the drawings. He slso testified 1-2) that he gave
varbal directions to the illustrator, in pert from his memory, and
that this method could not be preciss. ffe begged for the photographs
at several points in his testimony end seid these dharts, made months
after the sutopsy, could not be "true to scale". ge also swora that
with "the bony prominences...which we used &s points of reference, I
cannot transmit completsjyto the uillustrator where they are situated.”
So mueh for CBS’and Eumag' "precision”

About the head wound, Rgther esked, "...there was only one?" Hymes replied,
"Phers was only one,,,That wes posterior, about two snd s hslf"
centimeters to the right of the midline, posteriorly.” #X About this,

he said, "we @an” be "wery pgecise"and "absolutely certein", "precisely
end incontrovertibly"y, ge 12).

Op what basis? There are no such msrkings on this, pretendedly the only
chart - gm@d a,rough end inaccurate one nsver intended to be accurate,
from his own telling. There is no heed disgram of the fatal wound#

on which these markings appear. During Col. Plerre Fynck's testimony
sbout the hesd wound t2H379ff) he used " a scheme which I prepared
before the 2284 of November. It is & teaching scheme". 4t was entered in
évidence es Exhibit T 400 (tﬁﬂtxﬂmiz(l?ﬂfm‘}‘. Part of

nibit 397 is en unindetified sketch which mey be of the President's
head wounds but it besrs no marking of midline, no indicati:n of 2%

em end no marking thet would locets this "entry" from top to bottom.

I, sny event, Hymes told Rather and the world-wide sudiemce only that
he had us%d only this single sketch 1n'praparing the artists conceptions.
How "precfe"”, "incontrobertibly" emd "gbsolutely certain" he can be about

deseribing to & third person how to locate a wuund based on

notes he couldn' t heve, from the testimony, and from Jchart that he told
CBS he used, when none of the date he needed 1s on source,ls
soemthing thet CBS, for all the depth of its "{n¥estigation” did not

GBS:

Fact:

CBS:
Fact: (

\\

ask the docfﬁ'r.—*%n his reluctance to be interviewed by
anyone other than CBSC‘- .

How meny autopsies heve you performed?” Dr. Hume g8:"I would estimate
approximstely one thouaand"{,uJ‘p 1)

ey Y v
None of meked ey 4id d@ifference if these were autopsiles
natural-causes deeths, stsb wounds, blows by wrious objects, etc. The
proper question, Emx® had CBS been intenzs%p-:::nything but a white-
wash, was how many autopsiesyilere there murder by gunshot.
This CBS did not ask. Had he performed a million asutopsies on cancer
vietims, this would not wualify him for the President autops}whare
the President was murdered with gunshots,

There is no limit to jkg number of times UBS was determined to respeat
{ this lie.:’ﬁ'an]d.t (pege 13) to close the Hymes eppearancs,
"Sp, the chief pethologist at the Kennedy autopsy, after re-examining
_the X-reys and photographs...’y I emphesize the word "lie", for the alter-
native 1z perhaps less attractive. That CBS would even pretend o pub, ...«
n such shows without knowing the slmple, basic facts of th- cgaa,' aad +4/TLE
the autopsy there is nothing more  sic than the unquestionable fact

that the undeveloped plctures left the hospitel the early morning of
Novembe r zacmw_oomwm-
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Comment :All of this has been a buildup for Arlen Specter, self-styled father
of the "single-bullet lheorg Cronkite's t 1s a bissed recounting
of what CBS wants believed. “e repests®the Commission's aeccounting for

three bullets through this theory-—ﬁd“ﬁhefzcknowledgneut thet "one
missed entirely”. Vil b))

CBS: "0 uld one bullet have wounded both »um Presidant EKennedy end
Go%ernor com:mall:,r"‘ (page 13):.

Fact: This is another whitewashing question. What CBS should have &sked is
what the Report could not-and did not- face, could a bullet inflict
these seven wounds+{mri=trisicgi Al Tor—a—eile—hutie ) and through this
spectaculer namr remsin almost 100% intacy, almost 100% unmutilated,
and undeformed? To this all the doctors, in one wey or another, seid
no, so Specter, as sommission gqhestiorer, substituted a hypothetical
bullet which, like CESJ, eliminated the essential quelificetions sbout
the resl condition of the real bullet.

it
CES: Specter oa:{(pege 14) that "the single most convincing piece of
Fact: evidence, that one bullet hit both men" wes a question, not an enswer,.

"Where did the bullet go". His entire
chain of reasoni g is that this bullet ceme from the r roer, of which he

htireivy, ;.mwﬂ f{ hed §6 evidences)ffe new r considered thet 1t could hevgcome from the front,

iy ni;c
Mn,\.’luﬁ

.\, /D’r

of which he then had abundant evidence. Had he ever considered front

entry, he would hava wn thet there was testimony of a bullet hitting
WY the street behind the “resident, such as that of Mrs. Uonald Beker (WWII

T 129-81). 1t is only from the conclusion built-in to the Commission's

— work that the phoney queatm by Specter.exists. It 1s not en

"—'Q’H/‘*TUU “"""" snswer, Specter is also consfstent: he told nothing to tie CER sudience

ﬁu:uzﬂeE =

sbout thdcondition of the resl bullet and the medical testimony that 1t
cduld not poseibly have had the history he attribmted to it. dn LW (Bd £34

.V
CBS: Aal:oﬂgpectar to "describe” hf us any other tggory, besides the d ngle
bullet theory, thet would support the conclusions in the Report" I GRESEEEf,

THEXX Specter ssid "you could have three separate bullets...the Fresident could
have been struyck at frame 186...the Sovernor could heve been struck

some 42 fremes later [ he meant not before 42 frames 1ater) and the third shot
could have hit President mﬂfﬁi Kennedy's head at fcame 313...50
it is not indespensible tc have the single bullet conclusion to come to
the basic finding that Oswald wes the TEWE sole assassin." (epge 14),

Fact: This is quite true, if you present such a specious argument to CES. It
is not otherwise true. Aside from ell the many other things dlsqua tng
it, end they are, ipdeed, many, there is tle question of the b].oo
of Jemes C, Tague. was ad%=thet—time struck by a dragment of a "mi
bullet or the spray of concrete from it where it struck the curbstono.
The Commission snd CBS both acknowledge this "missed ™ bullet. Cronkite

——— ~d 4
T peetiizcamrEcpEEeeEs etk R oot gyt ex on the pege before, said the

Commission concluded "one missed r“airelyé,lmnw
end Spacter have noth:lnﬁ more to say about this "mlased" bullet. To
gﬁs their whitewash work, “asgue bled in vain. They have cast him out
f history.

Comment: Having =w pulled this off without any CBS-msn or the former Comrission
counsel getting ill on cemera, CBS repidly switched to the story of

TR this bullet (115) and its finding.
% Rather leady Derrell Tamlinscn, the Bospitel engineer, through & tortured

cdebetesa i

editing of his sworn testimony (he told Specter he'd have troubls sleeping
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1f he testified to what Specter wanted him to ) in which just sbout every-
thing was es CBS wented, even this: RATHER: It was a spent shell: TOM-
LINSON: Yes". Now there was no shell at all. ’

This is followed by continuing CBS misrepresentation:"Critics have
claimed that in fact the bullet ceme from the President's stretcher...”
CBS has special criticis in its files for such quote, critics not as
generally understood by the word. I would be more preclise to ssy the major
erities believe the history of this bullet is consistent with 1ts having
been plented, & obvious possibldity considered by neither the Commission

nor CBSt (Page 16)@ L(E m)/,,;%\( /
{ ] Y Z o
¢S aobed .
CES: Belatedly, but with whet a build-up, Wi‘f/thia bullet coruﬂi catf
_ remeined in such close to pristgne condition with tributed wy
W ’ to it, They conducted their own test, e the man who conducted
A the original one end thus hed his own past record to justify, mmdxz

qpuln:thmmnﬁtttﬂunyxyungxm:hamﬁnzndnhﬂz thexzxzxz

Hx2yzkrmyciozwarks o rxax iz camnerziatzprn jeekgz Cronkite's cute rep-
resentation of the test was "Ho see how far s 6.5 Mennlicher- Carcan®

bullet would penetratey’, 4 /”—1/— 16).

Fact: The kind of bullet is elso importent. Wes it of the ancient end unde-
pendable vintage allegedly used in the assassination, or one of the
fresh ones, of shich I have a semple, made Zws not more than 20 years
sgo but currently. The representation of the Yovernor's chest wound
was entirely lacking in anything even tended to duplieste tk= bone,
four inches of which was so mshew@;iacas adted ms secondary
projectiles,or in enything that w take fragments of metal from
this bullet, as happened in the gov=rmor's chest.There was masonite for
the bonefiin the wr St me 18) =
So trensparent in this fake, participated in by Welter Lister{ who then
wrote )that those who feel other tjen he are dishonest} that Dr.
ivigr, without protest or comment from Lister or CBS, on his own
deecallred (page 17)"0f course, we heve no rib here, but 1t still
simulates pessing through fleshithed”
Further destroying what 1litt retense of integrity exigted in thise
charade with a Presidential assassination, Ulivier then .ac]mowle dged that
nis test bullet, in some cases, "lodged in the wrist." “hus there would
he 8 wrist wound that did not tresnsit the wrist,as heppened with
Yonnally, end no accounting for his thigh wound, wie re there was
famer pover behind the bulle to lodge a fregment in the b
doctors did not remove. What does this test Without the added
barrier of the Governor's rib, which CBS igmewedj~show about the thigh
wound0Olivier ssid, "Behind thés wrist, we had another gelatin block,
pepresenting the Governor's thigh. *n nome of the cases did this thing
actually penotrate that"! He has a conBolatiog prize for CES:"¥ but it
would bave taken very little more velocity to have caused a sim1|1 r
wound." In short, they couldn't make it work -not in any case, not with
a eroocked test, which tad no representestion of the rib. Not a single
"thing" ( a happy choicel) actually penetrate"” the mockup of the thighl
Neither Lister not Olivier are troubled by his conclusions:""I think
they very strongly show that this one bullet could have ceused all the
wounds" » Cronkite took it up for CBS:"Our tests confirm that & single
tullet could indeed have wounded both men."™ What 1= the proof:CBS couldn't
do it even when they rigged s crooked testl ;

Al
CBS: Generously, since they control the semantics, "cocpedes” that 1t is
"possible" but askmi esks "if it is probehle” (page 17).
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"the mintite & bullet hits & bone it shatters that bullet", The guestion
is not this at all but whetler a bullet hitting bones in no less that
three differentfbody perts ang shedding fragments in all three cen remain intset,
inmutialted and unde formed {{Pg@e=#P) Fhen he wnfronted s direct question
q th: history the Commission and

by “ather, could this b 1 % jheve ma
CBS attributed to 1%%{& sald "I wuld sey 1t is highly
improbable," which he Tepeated for additional anphas:lst({Pugo 18).

Fact: It ssked Dr, Williem F, Enos of Nortmsrn Virginia Doctors ?ﬁpitel it

CES: Cronkite promoted Ggvernor Conrally to "the most Persuasive critic
Fact: Mmxcddorn the single bullet theory"” a strange position for & man who
specifically aaid h@ has made no study .and not read the criticisms thst
have been published, but CRS saw to 1t, then and since, thet thetr
word would be laew, ﬁe is a"eritic" to CES liking beceuse "he accepts the
Warren fepomt's conclusion, that Oswald did all the shooting," ge 18)
If this is a "critie" to CES, can shything it 8ays be trusted or belieed 2
The kind offeritie" Con:aly is becomes more trensperent when Chs hag/ .
him promote his wife to "the best witness 1 know", What does she belisver
Exactly what CBS 1s going to conclude, exactly what it let Specter get .
away with palming off, thet there was no "missed" bullet and the first
and third bullets hit the Presiden am the ;second Connelly, How can
CBS loose* Mrs, Connelly dutifully sppeardbn cemera to say just this,
Unrortunately, CBS, with only four hours, did not have time to ask
her what she tolg LIFE, that she could not get any federal investigators
L4 's garments until ip—isgansratiny ofx

1%@1&, in turn, destroyd y evidence on them or evidentiary
value in such things as the direction of the shots and the kingd of

: ammunition uaadL’( pages 18-8),

CBS: Therse is public sgony:"on the evidencef meaning on what CBS choses to
Fact: say and what it calls evidence and pretends is all the evidence, which
is 100% false) it is difficult to believe the single bullet theory.
But, to bslieve the other theories is even more difficult", The viewer
hes no choice but to agree, for CBS maantﬁg‘-? other "theory"
any "critie" for his consideration. “t does pretend to
consider "a second assassin” byt discards this on-the fanciful ground
thet "flis bullet travels miraculously a trejectory identical with uswald's"
om this the viewer is to believe that there is such a thing as an
established trajectory bsck from the bodies, which 13. false. All
the doctors, who were wrong in this also, ever could ticed into saying
of these "trajactories" is thet the bullets originsted "above and
behind”, Since 1t sets up its own straw men, CBES doss not have to
kmock them down. Tt builds them so they cemnot stand, whichfis more
foolproof ’

CBS: "There is not a single item of hard evidence for a second assassin"(Page 20)(.:,

Fact: There ia no "hard evidence" of any other ldnd. CBS sought none eny more
than the Commission did, Nonetheless, its own feke teats and its one
phoney recoyptriction atil] proved that 4 it was impossible for the
best marksmen they could g1, undg'r Faat]y improved circumstance, to
have com-itted the assassintion. More /& also proved this rifle was
incpabele of it except under the greatest possible stroks of luck, &
luck thet didn't come to its own leiated "tests"
ith no ome to geinsay him, no child to ery "neked", “ronkite, without
problems with his o ignorance, for he is reading sc-meone slsa's copy,
cen keep & stright face end silent conscience when he sagd "The Gover-
nor's objecticns, which were the most troubling of all, now disappegp,"”
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How mnvenisnt of CBS, to resent no one else's "objections™, which
certsinly mskss the Gov_@rmor's "the most troubling". And Bmex tmagkt-
fuixerzinanchn zxay 2 km saz X nowxd keppay Tix perrti Ml BuT
who was there to argue with CBS, which then seid, on fhe basls of, it e
own strong desire,!buixuszEridmuEal thst the straw men it build incapeble
of stending was demoloshsd:These "now diseppear". R.I.P. After

* disep Mwith noy additionsl intruesions upon the solemnity, dignity
snd ing logic of this Grimm tels, Cronkite intoned:" CBS NEWS

concludes’ therefore, that Osweld was the sole assassin” (%’f;ﬁ 20).

CBS: Knowing full well thet it cemnot stop here, CES asks rhetéricel questions,
the answers to which it hed firmly fixed in its corporate".zind and
glowing tube before it undertock its videownitewash:"But gx was he

truly slone".

Fact: There need be no suspense. Thers is less doust about the snfwer ot/thia
CBS question thay there is about their deytimeg, honestly described as

"goap operas”,




