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secto
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 ... ex
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" at th
e 

N
aval H

ospital. 

A
t this point in his article B

reo reported on another controversy. 
H

e began: 

76 

	

H
ar afri W

eisber g  1
A

4
t4

k
 tg

/ ji)4;i0 	
4

9
a

/4
1

 
/ 	

. •C
k

 E
V

E
R

 A
G

A
IN

! 1
4

4
4

1
64

 A
-A

 "1'9
 
t
tt

7
(- rh

:1,1 4:
1, 

	

F
orces Institute of P

atholo gy, the brain w
as still at the N

aval H
ospital 	

o
 th

e
 A

m
e

ric
a

n
 M

e
d

ic
a

l A
s
s
o

c
ia

tio
n

" 	
1.1'11.4(i 	

) GLC
on N

ovem
ber 29 because F

lum
es phoned him

 that day to tell him
 

(
d

a
ted, cf. 	

4P
hritt-L

. 
T

hat
sgtem

ent w
as credited to D

r. C
yril W

echt, the form
er head 

of the A
m

erican A
cadem

y of F
orensic S

ciences. H
e is a m

edical 
doctor, a law

yer. and a lon
gtim

e P
rofessor of 
	at D

u- 
quesne U

niversity in P
ittsbur gh. F

or years he w
as also the chief 

m
edical exam

iner for A
llegheny C

ounty and its coroner. H
e has been 

not only a practicin
g  forensic pathologist for decades: he has also 

taught it for decades to those w
ho becom

e forensic pathologists. H
e 

is, w
ithout 

qu
estio

n
, o

n
e o

f th
e co

u
n

try
's fo

rem
o

st fo
ren

sic 
pathologists. 

H
e told U

nited P
ress International, "Y

ou m
ust rem

em
ber. F

lum
es 

and B
osw

ell had never done m
edical-legal autopsies in their careers. 

It w
as really inept" U

nited P
ress International also reported that he 

"
questioned L

undberg's qualifications to draw
 any conclusions based 

only on his interview
 w

ith the physicians. T
he w

hole thing  is a farce, 
really. H

e [L
undberg] has not studied the autopsy m

aterials [as w
e 

have just seen]. H
e is not a fully form

ally trained board-certified 
forensic pathologist. I'm

 not sure he w
ould be qualified to testify in 

a court of law
." 

W
echt also said that L

undber g's and JA
M

A
's purpose w

as to m
ake 

"the A
m

erican public believe that som
e kind of n-ue investigative 

study has been done afresh. A
nd there is nothin

g  new
 here." 

B
osw

ell concludes, 'In hindsight, w
e m

ight have called in a 
civilian patholo gist like R

ussell F
isher, w

ho w
as right next door 

in  B
altim

ore. [Fisher then w
as M

aryland's chief m
edical exam

iner. 
and expert in forensic patholo gy and the author of basic texts in 
that specialty.] W

e didn't need him
 to confirm

 our findings, but 
it m

ig
ht have rem

oved the doubts about m
ilitary control' H

um
es 

says, 'R
ussell w

as a friend and w
e easily could have asked him

 
to com

e in to help, but w
e had no problem

 in determ
ining  th

e 
cause of death.' 

W
hile there w

ere questions about only m
ilitary pathologists bein

g  
involved in the autopsy exam

ination, that w
as not the m

ajor criticism
. 

L
undber g  sh

o
u
ld

 h
av

e, as a p
ath

o
lo

gist him
self, recognized that 

H
um

es w
as bein g  m

isleading. T
he real problem

 
w

as 
that neither 

H
um

es, B
osw

ell, nor F
m

ck w
as experienced in fo

re
n
s
ic

 pathology, 
the m

inim
al req

uirem
ent of a full, com

plete, and com
petent autopsy 

exam
ination. L

undberg  let them
 pretend that they had the requisite 

fo
re

n
s
ic

 p
a
th

o
lo

g
y
 experience w

hen not one of the three did. T
heir 

W
arren C

om
m

ission testim
ony, w

hich w
as under oath, m

akes it w
ith-

out q uestion that none of them
 did. 

A
lthoug h I know

n of no single new
spaper, m

agazine, or radio or 
T

V
 new

scast that picked it up and used it. U
nited P

ress International 
provided its international clients w

ith precisely this w
ell-!m

ow
n criti-

cism
 as soon as L

undberg  h
ad

 staged his H
ollyw

ood-on-M
adison 

A
venue exploit. T

he sto ry w
as filed from

 W
ichita, K

ansas, w
here 

"the annual W
estern C

onference on C
ivil and C

rim
inal P

rocedures" 
w

as being  held. U
nited P

ress International's report begins, "A
n inter-

nationally recognized forensic pathologist called 'absurd' conclusions 
reg arding the assassination of P

resident John F
. K

ennedy draw
n in 

W
hat B

reo w
rote and L

undberg  published depends on H
um

es's and 
B

osw
ell's w

ord and that alone. T
he J

A
M

A
 article reflected no interest 

in or effort to confirm
 w

hat they had said. T
hir w

ould have focused 
interest on w

hat they had said and w
hat L

undberg  had published so 
uncritically, especially on tw

o controversial m
atters. L

undberg  de-
voted close to 10 percent of B_reo's article to the first of them

, w
hich 

is that H
um

es destroyed (so
rtie origina0-autopsy records:;;M

y expose 
of this event reached m

any people w
ho did  not have m

y book be- 
cause the first public attention to it w

as on a N
ew

 Y
ork C

ity T
V

 
show

. H
um

es not only destroyed riginal 
	it—

he then certi- 
fied that he had destroyed

i r
 ttis
e
 	

he w
as care- 

ful  n
o
t to

 id
en

tify
. 

S
o, w

hen by accident, it becam
e apparent to m

e that w
hat I had 

L
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as th
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u
g
h
. an

d
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 su
re h

e—
lia-crsom

eorie-7om
prete—

tlie 
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ork.' 	
alm

ost a m
onth later, uncle 

	

C
om

m
ission filed it as one of its num

bered docum
ents, or as C

om
- 	

0.  '
,..,..),../(H

  i°
 

B
osw

ell w
as 

w
as correct. but L

undberg, w
ho knew

 nothing at alt knew
 

better. H
is concept of conducting interview

s w
as to argue his unin-

form
ed and incorrect beliefs. 

H
e did not know

 that the autopsy had been properly authorized 
and ordered, therefore it w

as not. R
eality for som

e reason seem
ed to 

be w
hat he believed it to be. w

ithout having bothered to learn the 
truth, as he could have by a sim

ple letter or phone call to the N
avy's 

F
O

IA
 office. B

ut then he had only seven years in w
hich to prepare, 

fro
m

 th
e tim

e h
e g

o
t tt sev

en
-y

ear ju
stify

-th
e-R

ep
o
rt

-R
eport and 

m
y-old-chum

s itch. 
T

here w
as nothing else at all about the autopsy and w

hat relates 
to

 it th
at h

e h
ad

 th
e tim

e to
 learn

 in
 th

o
se sev

en
 y

ears, as w
ill 

be apparent 
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S
o that B

reo can be evaluated. w
e m

ust consider w
hat he w

rote 
about tw

o m
atters that have been intensely controversial for years: 

(1) w
hat happened to JF

K
's brain; and (2) the forensic qualifications 

of the H
um

es and B
osw

ell. H
is treatm

ent of them
 w

ill also provide 
a m

eans of determ
ining how

 m
uch the w

ords of all four principals 
can be accepted. 

T
ow

ard the end of his article, B
reo asked, "W

hat happened to the 
brain?" H

e then w
rote, "B

osw
ell says, 	

believe that it w
as buried 

w
ith the body.' H

um
es says, '1 don't know

, but I do know
 that I 

personally handed it over to A
dm

iral B
urklcy and that he told m

e 
that the fam

ily intended to bury it w
ith the body. I believe A

dm
i-

ral B
urkley.' " 

A
ll should have know

n not only that this w
as not true, but that it 

w
as im

possible. H
um

es and B
osw

ell should have know
n this from

 
w

hat they had said in their ow
n autopsy report. L

undberg and B
reo 

should have know
n because they should have read the autopsy report 

the basis of L
undberg's interview

s and of B
reo's article. 

H
um

es w
rote the autopsy report in longhand. It w

as retyped, and 

ing form
alin fixation." T

he next-to-the-last sentence in the text of td.64,14,- 
-e1)-t-L

ar 	
H

um
es's 	

- 
m

es s report is: "A
 supplem

ental report w
ill be subm

itted follow
-  

e/ut 	
; 	

e-
V

o
lu

m
e 2

,i ,liffat.w
ith B

osw
ell and F

inck present and testifying 

d
it t k  
	

caused by this fix
atio

n
: "T

h
is d

elay
 n

ecessitated
 b

y
, p

rim
arily

, o
u

rQ
 

W
tZ)  desire to have the brain better fixed w

ith form
aldehyde before w

e 
proceeded further w

ith the exam
ination of the brain w

hich is a 

A
tt.  , 	

sTt4. does not lend itself w
ell to exam

ination" [V
O

I 	
2. page 

 

d
ard

 m
ean

s o
f ap

p
ro

ach
 to

 stu
d
y
 o

f th
e b

rain
. b

e b
rain

, 	
sh 

	

( kft,/ H
um

es asked to be able to refer to ' the-second portion of his 	
!' 

vit 	
'autopsy report It w

,,:._
r.n

te
re

jo
-th

e
 r 	

1. (It is 
the last exhibit in 1(olum

e 16. pages 987-90 It w
as dated D

ec 
n 	

6, 1964. 
k
\- 	

B
ur the P

resident w
as buried on N

ovem
ber 25, tw

elve days earlier 
(")\.„

 • 
than the date H

um
es com

pleted his study of the fixed brain and 
handed in his report 

7  H
um

es and B
osw

ell certainly knew
 very w

ell that they had the 
. brain in their possession, soaking in the form

aldehyde solution, w
hen 

the P
resident w

as buried. 
W

hen interview
ed by L

undberg, they therefore knew
 that it w

as 
not possible for "the fam

ily" to "bury it w
ith the body" [H

um
es's 

w
ords), or that "it w

as buried w
ith the body" [B

osw
ell's w

ords). 
A

ccording to the F
ebruary 1, 1965. "personal" notes F

inck m
ade 

at the request of B
rigadier G

eneral J. M
. B

lum
, director of the A

rm
ed 

a 
A 

414 	
iv, 	

41A:i 	
/u.nitA

n 

1, 
A ,*- to 

rut) 	
H

u
m

es's M
arch

 1
6
. 1

9
6
4
, testim

o
n
y
 to

 th
e W

arren
 C

o
m

m
issio

n
', 

77./ ter/ ing m
ore detailed exam

ination of the brain and of m
icroscopic sec- 

fc 
• 

• 
a
t. 	

lio
n
s" [Post M

orten; see typed version. page 6; holograph page 523].  

11.4411 '2111, after he did, included his explanation of the need for this form
alin 
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ony also included his explanation for the delay 
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B
osw

ell w
as correct, but L

undberg, w
ho knew

 nothing at all, knew
 

better. H
is concept of conducting interview

s w
as to argue his unin-

form
ed and incorrect beliefs. 

H
e did not know

 that the autopsy had been properly authorized 
and ordered, therefore it w

as not. R
eality for som

e reason seem
ed to 

be w
hat he believed it to be. w

ithout having bothered to learn the 
truth as he could have by a sim

ple letter or phone call to the N
avy's 

F
O

IA
 office. B

ut then he_had only seven years in w
hich to prepare. 

from
 the tim

e he got tIieven-year justify-the-W
arren-R

eport a2.1_1_,
21 

m
y-old-chum

s itch. 
T

here w
as nothing else at all about the autopsy and w

hat relates 
to

 it th
at h

e h
ad

 th
e tim

e 
to

 learn
 in

 th
o
se sev

en
 y

ears. as w
ill 

be apparent. 

S
o that B

reo can be evaluated, w
e m

ust consider w
hat he w

rote 
about tw

o m
atters that have been intensely controversial for years: 

(1) w
hat happened to JF

K
's brain; and (2) the forensic qualifications 

of the H
um

es and B
osw

ell. H
is treatm

ent of them
 w

ill also provide 
a m

eans of determ
ining how

 m
uch the w

ords of all four principals 
can be accepted. 

T
ow

ard the end of his article. B
reo asked, "W

hat happened to the 
brain?" H

e then w
rote, "B

osw
ell says, 'I believe that it w

as buried 
w

ith the body.' H
um

es says. '1 don't know
, but I do know

 that I 
personally handed it over to A

dm
iral B

uckley and that he told m
e 

that the fam
ily intended to bury it w

ith the body. I believe A
dm

i-
ral B

uckley.' " 
A

ll should have know
n not only that this w

as not true, but that it 
w

as im
possible. H

um
es and B

osw
ell should have know

n this from
 

w
hat they had said in their ow

n autopsy report L
undberg and B

reo 
should have know

n because they should have read the autopsy report, 
the basis of L

undberg's interview
s and of B

reo's article. 
H
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rote the autopsy report in longhand. It w
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H
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es and B
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ell certainly knew
 very w

ell that they had the 
. brain in their possession, soaking in the form

aldehyde solution, w
hen 

the P
resident w

as buried. 
W

hen interview
ed by L

undberg, they therefore knew
 that it w

as 
not possible for -
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ily" to "bury it w

ith the body" [H
om

es's 
w

ords], or that "it w
as buried w

ith the body" (B
osw

ell's w
ords). 
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''I can state w
ithout concern or q uestion that President K

ennedy w
as 

struck and kille d by tw
o, and only tw

o bullets, fired from
 one high-

velocity rifle" [Q
uoted from

 the R
euters report in the San F

rancisco 
E

xam
iner, M

ay 19, 1992]. 
JF

K
 
w

as n
o
t k

illed
 b

y
 tw

o
 b

u
llets. O

n
ly

 o
n
e w

as fatal. A
s a 

pathologist. L
undberg  should have latow

n that , in general. one of the 
purposes of an autopsy is to establish w

hich one bullet did cause 
death. In the JF

K
 rag

e  it w
as so obvious that no autopsy w

as required 
to prove it. 

T
h
ere is n

o
 w

ay
 th

at th
is au

to
p
sy

 co
u
ld

 h
av

e p
ro

v
ed

 (o
r n

o
t 

proved)  that each of these tw
o bullets w

as fatal or that both w
ere 

"fired from
 one high-velocity rifle." 

It is ju
st p

lain
 false fo

r L
u
n
d
b
er g  to describe the M

annlicher-
C

arcano rifle from
 w

hich. in the official story, all bullets w
ere fired 

as being  of "high-velocity." W
ith a m

uzzle velocity of about 2100 
feet per second, these bullets w

ere of only m
edium

 to low
-velocity 

for a rifle. T
hat is w

hat R
obert A

. F
razier, the F

B
I's expert , testified 

to the W
arren C

om
m

ission. It published his testim
ony. M

oreover it 
is nearly im

possible for w
ounds to pinebint the velocity of the bullets 

that caused them
. In addition the design of the bullet or bullets, 

w
hich L

undberg  did not once m
ention

, is an im
portant factor in the 

character of the w
ounds caused. 

F
ollow

ing the R
euters

elispatzli directly. L
undberg  next said, "T

he 
eyew

itness accounts and the scientific evidence are indisputable" in 
his account of the careers of the tw

o bullets. L
undberg did not cite 

a single eyew
itness in his press conference. B

reo m
entioned none in 

his article. L
undberg  d

id
 n

o
t a

sk
 a

 sin
gle 

question about any 
eyew

itness. 
N

or did he. in his press conference or in w
hat he published in 

JA
M

A
, refer to any of the great volum

e of "scientific evidence" that 
w

as readily available. It w
as available in w

hat the F
B

I chose to let 
the C

om
m

ission have. W
hat the C

om
m

ission did not publish w
as in 

its files that have been available at the N
ational 	

since 1965. 
It w

as also available in the court records of m
y tw

o law
suits against 

the F
B

I. 
I have alw

ays provided access to m
y records to others. T

he docu- 

a  

m
ents have alw

ays been available from
 m

e, and once disclosed to 
m

e , they are accessible in the F
B

I's public reading room
. 

T
he transcripts of the testim

ony of these F
B

I laboratory agents are 
part of the court records. T

hey have alw
ays been available from

 the 
clerk of the court as w

ell as from
 m

e and from
 m

y law
yer. 

B
reo puffs L

undberg up a bit "JA
M

A
's L

undberg, a stickler for 
detail. poses som

e questions that rem
ain official m

ysteries." 
H

e then states one of these supposed "official m
ysteries"

 in the 
subheading  of w

hat follow
s in his story, in boldface type, "W

ho 
ordered the autopsy?" H

e then repeats these sam
e w

ords in the first 
sentences of the text, "W

ho ordered the autopsy?" 
T

o begin
 w

ith, as certainly L
undberg, as a professional pathologist 

r 	
and as a pathologist for a decade in the m

ilitary, knew
 very w

ell, 
)1, ' 	

fiet. 	
this is the w

rong question. T
he autopsy w

as req
uired by law

 as w
ell 

114r/tt.I')-1/1-01 as by the N
avy's re gulations. 

it 	
W

hat he really m
eant w

as w
ho aulborized it. A

nd that is neither 

A
I:v

r
41  /P

IA
' 	

K
en- 

nedy, then the attorney general as w
ell as a survivin

g  brother. 

a secret nor a m
ystery. T

he authorization w
as signed by R

obert K
en- 

' 
	

This show
s that L

undberg is "a stickler for detail"? 
lvvt.4.4 ficiTaihiSm

syhm
eri

ow
sestha4

 L
undberg "poses som

e questions that rem
ain of- 

• 
OA 

4110
'1

 	
O

f all the questions that could be asked about the autopsy, of all 
10. A

lt ...0
1

—
the m

any criticism
s of the autopsy by professionals, including  the 

(,,t4A 	
A

m
erican A

cadem
y of F

orensic S
ciences, these alone are of such 

vie
 [4

1
 

g
reat im

portance that B
ran uses them

 to 
tell 

J.4M
A

's readers how
 

0
 

EP' .1) 
,

• 	

--1
1,i)„. 

im
portant and how

 w
ise and w

ell-inform
ed his boss is? 

/6./. 	
question 	

• 
B

reo then quoted answ
ers to 	

question from
 the transcripts of 

I 	
,4f L

undberg's interview
s: 

34.,t 
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H
arold W

eisberg 

T
ake. for exam

ple, this pontification from
 his im

a gined O
lym

pus: 

'It m
ust have been Jackie K

ennedy,' says H
um

es. 'S
he m

ade 
the request through A

dm
iral B

urkley.' B
osw

ell says, 'It m
ust have 

been R
obert K

ennedy. H
e w

as acting  on behalf of the fam
ily.' 

L
undberg  counters ["C

ounters"? S
om

e "iruerview
"!]. 'W

ell, w
e 

have a lot of "m
ust haves" but no answ

er.' H
um

es says. 'W
ell, 

G
eorge, I hope you're not saying  that w

e shouldn't have done the 
autopsy! M

y orders cam
e from

 E
d K

enney, the surgeon general 
of the N

avy. T
he President's personal physician. A

dm
iral B

urkley, 
w

as standing  beside m
e at the autopsy table ...' L

undberg  con-
cludes, 'O

K
, there w

ere verbal O
K

S'all over the place.' B
osw

ell 



22r4 
T

ake, for exam
ple, this pontification from

 his im
agined O

lym
pus: 

"I can state w
ithout concern or question that P

resident K
ennedy w

as 
struck and killed by tw

o, and only tw
o bullets, fired from

 one high-
velocity rifle" [Q

uoted from
 the R

euters report in the San F
rancisco 

E
xam

iner, M
ay 19, 1992]. 

JF
K

 w
as n

o
t k

illed
 b

y
 tw

o
 b

u
llets. O

n
ly

 o
n
e w

as fatal. A
s a 

pathologist, L
undberg should have know

n that, in general, one of the 
purposes of art autopsy is to establish w

hich one bullet did cause 
death. In the JF

K
 case it w

as so obvious that no autopsy w
as required 

to prove 
iL

 
T

h
ere is n

o
 w

ay
 th

at th
is au

to
p
sy

 co
u
ld

 h
av

e p
ro

v
ed

 (o
r n

o
t 

proved) that each of these tw
o bullets w

as fatal or that both w
ere 

"fired from
 one high-velocity rifle." 

It is just plain false for L
undberg to describe the M

annlicher-
C

arcano rifle from
 w

hich, in the official story, all bullets w
ere fired 

as being of "high-velocity." W
ith a m

uzzle velocity of about 2100 
feet per second, these bullets w

ere of only m
edium

 to low
-velocity 

for a rifle. T
hat is w

hat R
obert A

. F
razier. the F

B
I's expert, testified 

to the W
arren C

om
m

ission. It published his testim
ony, M

oreover it 
is nearly im

possible for w
ounds to pintkint the velocity of the bullets 

that caused them
. In addition the design of the bullet or bullets, 

w
hich L

undberg did not once m
ention, is an im

portant factor in the 
character of the w

ounds caused. 
F

 1ing the R
euterO

ispatch directly, L
undberg next said, "T

he 
eyew

itness accounts and the scientific evidence are indisputable" in 
his account of the careers of the tw

o bullets. L
undberg did not cite 

a single eyew
iiness in his press conference. B

reo m
entioned none in 

h
is article. L

u
n
d
b
erg

 d
id

 n
o
t ask

 a sin
g
le q

u
estio

n
 ab

o
u
t an

y
 

eyew
itness. 

N
or did he, in his press conference or in w

hat he published in 
JA

M
A

, refer to any of the great volum
e of "scientific evidence" that 

w
as readily available. It w

as available in w
hat the F

B
I chose to let 

the C
om

m
ission have. W

hat the C
om

m
ission did not publish w

as in 
its files that have been available at the N

ational A
rchives since 1965. 

It w
as also available in the court records ofy r-iiiry law

suits against 
the F

B
I. 

I have alw
ays provided access to m

y records to others. T
he docu- 
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N
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,cetet, e 
m

ents have alw
ays been available from

 m
e, and once disclosed to 

m
e, they are accessible in the F

B
I's public reading room

. 
T

he transcripts of the testim
ony of these FB

I laboratory agents are 
part of the court records. T

hey have alw
ays been available from

 the 
clerk of the court as w

ell as from
 m

e and from
 m

y law
yer. 

B
reo puffs L

undberg up a bit "IA
M

A
's L

undberg. a stickler for 
detail, poses som

e questions that rem
ain official m

ysteries." 
H

e then states one of these supposed "official m
ysteries" in the 

subheading of w
hat follow

s in his story, in boldface type, "W
ho 

ordered the autopsy?" H
e then repeats these sam

e w
ords in the first 

I
 	

sentences of the text, "W
ho ordered the autopsy?" 

T
o begin w

ith, as certainly L
undberg, as a professional pathologist 

and as a pathologist for a decade in the m
ilitary. }m

ew
 very w

ell, 

i
ti 	

this is the w
rong question. T

he autopsy w
as required by law

 as w
ell 

1,1  
 

as by the N
avy's regulations. 

W
hat he really m

eant w
as w

ho authorized it A
nd that is neither 

a secret nor a m
ystery. T

he authorization w
as signed by R

obert K
en-

nedy, then the attorney general as w
ell as a surviving brother. 

This show
s that L

undberg is "a stickler for detail"? 
This show

s that L
undberg "poses som

e questions that rem
ain of- 
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'11 m
ust have been Jackie K

ennedy,' says H
um

es. 'S
he m

ade 
the request through A

dm
iral B

urkley.' B
osw

ell says, 'It m
ust have 

been R
obert K

ennedy. H
e w

as acting on behalf of the fam
ily.' 

L
undberg counters ["C

ounters"? S
om

e "interview
"!], 'W

ell, w
e 

have a lot of "m
ust haves" but no answ

er.' H
um

es says, 'W
ell, 

G
eorge, I hope you're not saying that w

e shouldn't have done the 
autopsy! M

y orders cam
e from

 E
d K

enney, the surgeon general 
of the N

avy. T
he President's personal physician, A

dm
iral B

urkley, 
w

as standing beside m
e at the autopsy table ...' L

undberg con-
cludes, 'O

K
, there w

ere verbal O
K

S'all over the place.' B
osw

ell 
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PER
itA

Ps T
H

E
 B

E
s-r S

IN
G

L
E

 su
n
in

c-r w
rrH

 W
H

IC
H

 T
o iu.usT

R
A

T
E

 now
 

utterly the opposite of the truth w
411-tm

etle-w
as-w

hat.-4444 7--E
nnth 

bargr- H
n:m

es;-im
el-B

osw
elriaid Ibtratill—

PreA
tkla

e 	
thes: 

It w
as only during their interview

s w
ith W

arren C
om

m
ission 

investigators that H
um

es and B
osw

ell saw
 for the first tim

e the 
clothing w

orn by P
resident K

ennedy. H
um

es says, 'O
nce w

e sass 
the holes in the back of the P

resident's suit jacket and shirt and 
the nicks on his shirt collar and the knot of his necktie, the path 
of the second bullet w

as conform
ed. T

hat bullet w
as traveling 

v
ery

 fast an
d

 it h
ad

 to
 g

o
 so

m
ew

h
ere. I b

eliev
e in

 th
e sin

g
le-

bullet theory that it struck G
overnor C

onnally im
m

ediately after 
exiting the P

resident's throat.' B
osw

ell adds, 'H
aving seen the 

clothing I now
 know

 that I created a terrible problem
 w

ith m
y 

ow
n autopsy draw

ings. M
y draw

ings of the bullet holes on the 
night of the autopsy did not precisely m

atch up w
ith the actual 

holes in the clothing, because w
e w

ere not aw
are that the P

resi-
d

en
t's su

it jack
et h

ad
 h

u
m

p
ed

 u
p

 o
n

 h
is b

ack
 w

h
ile h

e w
av

ed
 

at the spectators. T
hese errors w

ere later exploited by the con-
spiracy crow

d to fit their prem
ises and purposes.' T

he clothing 
w

as k
ep

t in
 th

e N
atio

n
al A

rch
iv

es, alo
n
g
 w

ith
 th

e rest o
f th

e 
autopsy m

aterials. 

T
here are nine statem

ents of supposed fact in this relatively brief 
quotation from

 
JA

M
A

. 
S

o
m

e are read
ily

 an
d

 easily
 d

ism
issed

 fo
r 

their inaccuracy from
 w

hat is w
ell-know

n. O
thers are not easily dis-

m
issed. W

ith all the inform
ation supposedly com

ing from
 H

um
es and 

B
osw

ell, m
ost of it w

ithin quotation m
arks, an im

m
ediate question is: 

N
ow

 m
uch did they really know

? 

207 
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arold W
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film
; and m

erely eyeballing the rifle. Incom
petent opinion thus be-

cam
e "docum

entation" to JA
M

A
. 

B
reo ended his account of his interview

 w
ith F

inck quoting him
 as 

saying, "It is over. N
o m

ore questions." In that sam
e issue L

undberg 
h

ead
lin

ed
 h

is ed
ito

rial, "C
lo

sin
g

 th
e C

ase in
 

LA
M

A
 on the JF

IC
 

A
utopsy." 
B

oth statem
ents are very w

rong. It is not over. T
here now

 are 
even m

ore questions. 

C
hapter 26 

W
as T

here a M
ilitary C

onspiracy? 

IN
 M

S
 M
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O
L
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E

R
 S

T
O

N
E

 C
O

N
V

E
Y

E
D

 T
H

E
 ID

E
A

 T
H

A
T

 T
H

E
R

E
 

w
as a m

ilitary conspiracy to kill T
F

K
_ H

e adopted that from
 Jim

 
G

a
rr ..' b

o
o
k
,  O

n
 th

e T
ra

il o
f th

e A
ssa

ssin
s4

to
 w

h
ich

 h
e h

a
d

 
bought the rights. A

s w
ith so m

uch in his b 	
h

arrison just m
ade 

that up. I w
as there, and to a degree. I w

as aw
are of w

hat he w
as 

doing and perhaps m
ore im

portantly w
hat he w

as not doing. I could 
have said m

ore and in retrospect believe I should have said m
ore. 

B
ut the trail of assassins is also the trail G

arrison refused to take. 
I began this book w

ith the intention, consistent w
ith the thrust of 

m
y w

ork, of also show
ing that the basic institutions of ow

' society 
failed to w

ork at the tim
e of the assassination and since then. T

he 
m

edia are one of the our basic i 
-tutians. In using nothing new

, 
w

as readily available to the A
M

A
 gang, to m

ake the point 
that the truth, the estab shed fact that is really the officially  estab-
lish

ed
 fact, th

ai4
s-,sealt,=

th
ett=

tak
tislicel--fact, I alao

 u
sed

 
w

hat w
as as readily available to the m

edia, w
hich also had ignored its  

In the course of w
riting his book, I cam

e to believe that it also 
should include som

e of the so-called "new
" evidence. T

hat phrase 
w

as the irrelevancy em
ployed by the C

om
m

ission's form
er m

em
ber, 

G
erald F

ord, its counsels, it apologists, and its defenders in nonre-
sponse to the criticism

 of the R
eport that began w

ith m
y first book. 

It w
as irrelevant because there w

as nothing w
rong w

ith the ''old" 
evidence entirely disproving the R

eport. 
In the course of m

y investigations 1 did develop "new
" evidence 

that also bears on w
hether or not there had been a conspiracy. I 

turned som
e of these leads over to G

arrison. T
hey did not involve 

C
lay S

haw
, so G

arrison w
as not interested in them

. M
y w

ork in N
ew

 
O

rleans centered on learning m
ore about O

sw
ald and his efforts to 
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progressed to w
here they ha opened the body and w

ere exam
ining 

it before having taken —
ray . In F

inck's ow
n w

ritten account, he 
put this in capital letters, 	

S
U

G
G

E
S

T
 T

H
A

T
 	

Y
 F

IL
M

S
 B

E
 

T
A

K
E

N
 .. . O

F
 T

H
E

 E
N

T
IR

E
 B

O
D

Y
 B

E
F

O
R

E
 G

 IN
G

 A
N

Y
 F

U
R

-
T

H
E

R
 W

IT
H

 T
H

E
 A

U
T

O
P

S
Y

." T
his w

as not done. 
B

reo's direct quotation of w
hat F

inck w
rote, nothing om

itted indi-
cated, continues w

ith this studied and intended deception: "T
his ra-

d
io

lo
g
ical su

rv
ey

 d
o
es n

o
t rev

eal an
y
 m

ajo
r m

issiles in
 th

e 
P

resident's cadaver. T
here are only num

erous m
etallic fragm

ents in 
the head." 

C
an it be that the m

an w
ho headed the A

F
IP

's W
ounds B

allistics 
B

ranch, w
ho studied the effects of various kinds of w

ounds on m
ili- 

tary personnel, w
as 
	ignorant or so stupid that he w

ould restrict 
(
,
 

w
h
at h

e said
 th

e X
 —ra 

o
f th

e b
o

d
y

 sh
o

w
ed

 to
 o

n
ly

 n
o

 "m
ajo

r 
m

issiles"? 
H

ow
 about "m

inor m
issiles." fragm

ents of bullet in the body? 
T

he autopsy he signed m
entions none and says there w

ere none. T
his 

also is true of H
um

es's W
arren C

om
m

ission testim
ony that F

inck as 
w

ell as B
osw

ell endorsed as full, com
plete, and accurate them

selves 
under/ oath before that C

om
m

ission. Y
et as w

e also have seen, those 
very'X

-rays; the very ones F
inck boasted about having had taken so 

belatedly, reveal bullet fragm
ents in the very area of the body that 

they w
ere required by N

avy regulations to have dissected and that 
they did not dissect. 

A
s w

e also have seen, any fragm
ents at all there com

pletely dis-
prove the W

arren report's conclusions, especially that there had been 
D

O
 conspiracy. 
It cannot be believed that F

inck had risen to his position as head 
of the A

F
IP

's W
ounds B

allistics B
ranch and been so ignorant he did 

not know
 the significance of any "m

inor m
issiles" found. 

H
is m

em
o is not m

uch better in its next sentence: "T
here are only 

num
erous m

etallic fragm
ents in the head." A

s w
e also have seen. 

this is an inadequate and m
isleading description of those head frag-

m
ents.- F

rock signed the autopsy describing them
 as "dustlike." H

e 
w

as the A
rm

y's expert on w
ounds caused by m

ilitary am
m

unition. 
T

he am
m

unition said to have caused all the P
resident's w

ounds w
as 

m
ilitary. T

he alleged bullets w
ere designed and m

ade in accord w
ith 

international agreem
ents. the philosophy of w

hich goes back to the 
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C
ivil W

ar era and the first international agreem
ent to m

ake w
arfare 

m
ore hum

anitarian_ In term
s of w

ounds and w
hat causes them

, this 
am

m
unition w

as designed not to leave "dusthIce" fragm
ents, but to 

cause through-and-through w
ounds. 

F
inck next w

rote (still nothing om
itted in quotation). "I helped 

the N
avy photographers to take photographs of the occipital w

ound 
(external and internal aspects). as w

ell as the w
ound in the back." 

H
e referred

 to
 a w

o
u
n
d
 in

 th
e b

ack
, n

o
t in

 th
e n

eck
, w

h
ere th

e 
R

eport and the autopsy protocol he signed places it. 
B

ut the m
ore im

portant point here is F
inck's lack of reference to 

w
hat those pictures disclosed. in the section the D

epartm
ent of Jus-

tice's panel of experts headed "E
xam

ination of photographs of head" 
(page 8 of the report; reprinted in P

ost M
orrem

 on page 567), they 
w

rote, referring to three of the photographs F
inck helped take: 

"In the central portion of its base [referring to a "canal" betw
een 

the front and back of the head), there can be 
seen a gray-brow

n 
rectangular structure m

easuring approxim
ately 13 x 20 nun. Its iden-

tity cannot be established by the panel." T
w

enty m
illim

eters is about 
three-quarters of an inch. T

his obviously is not part of the head. It 
is a foreign object W

hy did the prosectors not refer to this? C
an it 

be that their picture revealed w
hat their eyes did not perceive, espe-

cially w
hen it is not the color of the bloodied head.? 

T
his is not by any m

eans all the abnorm
ality reflected in the au-

topsy, but not m
entioned in the protocol, the testim

ony, or here in 
F

ink's m
em

os to his boss and to B
reo. O

n page 11 of this sam
e 

report 
(P

ost M
ortem

, page 590). under the heading, "E
xam

ination 
of X

-ray film
s," the report states, referring to the hole in the back 

of the head said to be w
here a bullet entered, "A

lso there is, em
bed-

ded in the outer table of the skull close to the low
er edge of the 

hole, a large m
etallic fragm

ent w
hich on the antero-posterior 

film
 

(#1) lies 25 m
m

 to the right of the m
idline. T

his fragm
ent as seen 

in the latter film
 is round and m

easures 6.5 m
m

 in diam
eter." 

T
here is no m

ention of this in any protocol, testim
ony, or m

em
os. 

Y
et it w

as so obvious. 

	

"M
etallic o

b
jects" g

lo
w

 lik
e th

ey
 are flu

o
rescen

t in
-ray

S
o
 	

i 
here w

e have F
lack belatedly rallying to his ow

n defe 	
that 

of his prosector colleagues, their autopsy, their autopsy protocol, and 
their testim

onies w
ithout even belated m

ention of this "structure" 
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(A 

LO 

in context are felonious; perjury.'(T
his w

as not in any sense unusual. 
It often required m

onth after m
onth of repeated briefings, argum

ents, 
and docum

entations to com
pel the disclosure of countless records 

that w
ere im

properly w
ithheld—

m
any thousands of them

. It actually 
w

as not unusual for som
e of these efforts to require years during 

w
hich tim

re w
ere appeals to the appeals court, an additional tim

e-
consum

ing and costly effort. O
nly those w

ho have been rubbed by 
it can appreciate the harsh grinding of the om

nipresent official m
ill-

stone w
hen the governm

ent did not w
ant to disclose w

hat the law
 

required it to disclose, w
anted to hide w

hat could be em
barrassing 

to it, or just w
anted to w

ear m
e dow

n in that litigation, T
his m

atter 
of that index is but one of innum

erable, illustrations.) 
B

ut, after all those m
onths of efforts, copies of the secret D

allas 
F

B
I o

ffice sp
ecial su

b
ject in

d
ex

-4
2
 lin

ear feet o
f 3

 x
 5

 card
s—

w
ere given to m

e. T
his index identifies each reference by file and 

serial num
ber. T

his index is not lim
ited to records originated in D

al-
las, know

n as the O
ffice of O

rigin. because, consistent w
ith F

B
I 

practice, the inform
ation developed by the F

B
I's other offices w

as 
funneled to FB

13-1Q
 through D

allas. 
T

he num
ber of court appearances in all this litigation is w

ell over 
one hundred, perhaps closer to tw

o hundred. O
nly those w

ho have 
litigated can begin to appreciate the am

ount of tim
e and effort this 

represents. A
nd it does not include w

hat w
as and usually is m

uch 
m

ore com
m

on, the filing of pleadings by both litigants. 
S

om
e of the law

suits in the follow
ing list set precedents. A

fter all 
these years I no longer recall all of them

. In retrospect I believe the 
one that m

eans m
ost to m

e-.-distinguished as it is from
 precedents 

th
at req

u
ired

 th
at th

e reco
rd

s I so
u

g
h

t b
e search

ed
 fo

r w
ith

 d
u

e 
d

ilig
en

ce an
d

 th
en

 d
isclo

sed
 to

 m
e an

d
 th

e case th
at g

o
t m

e th
e 

records sought w
ithout charge-I-the suit that established that one can-

not copyright the nation's history and then deny access to it A
s a 

result, the F
B

I w
as required to print and give m

e copies of m
ore 

than one hundred photographs that w
ere taken by Joseph L

ouw
, the 

only photographer on the scene w
hen M

artin L
uther K

ing. Jr., w
as 

killed. T
hey w

ere copyrighted, w
ith 

few
er than 10 percent of them

 
ever used in public. T

h
e

 property right of the copyright holder w
as 

preserved-49m
 him

. I m
ay not publish thaw

 photographs w
ithout 

perm
ission to do so. B

ut the effect of that decision w
as to hold that 
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copies of copyrighted inform
ation m

ust be m
ade available for re-

search, for the private study of the scholar. 
In each of these exceptionally successful cases it w

as Jim
 L

esar 
w

ho did the w
ork and to w

hom
 w

e are all indebted for its success. 
In this sense, of w

hat is success, I lost in the case over w
hich the 

law
 w

as am
ended in 1974. It w

ent all the w
ay to the S

uprem
e C

ourt. 
w

hich refused to take the case. T
hat w

as clearly a failure. Y
et it w

as 
also the greatest success of all because it did open to the F

O
IA

 
requesters the relevant records of the FB

I, the C
IA

, and sim
ilaz_agen=" 

ties w
hen C

ongress noted it in am
ending the act.T

he case cited in 
the S

enate as requiring the 1974 am
ending of the F

O
IA

's investiga-
tiv

e files ex
em

p
tio

n
 w

as o
n

ly
 th

e seco
n
d
 su

it I filed
. It is C

A
 

2301-70. 
-'C

A
" denotes "civil action," to distinguish such cases from

 crim
i-

nal cases. T
hat federal district court then listed the case num

ber first, 
2301, then the year, 70, for 1970. In later years the court reversed 

—
 the order. 

rY1 I. O
ther abbreviations used include the follow

ing. 
• "J" after the nam

es identify the judges. 
"D

. C
. C

ir." denotes the U
nited S

tates C
ourt of A

ppeals for the 
D

istrict of C
olum

bia. W
here 1 have the citation of the decisions as 

printed in the law
 books, this is the last entry under each appeal. 

Jim
 L

esar prepared this list. W
hile not 100 percent com

plete, the 
list does identify the cases and their ultim

ate disposition. 
T

hese cases also represent a sim
ply enorm

ous labor by Jim
 L

esar 
and the sacrifices m

ade by him
 and his fam

ily w
hen I w

as not able 
to pay him

. 

FO
IA

 L
aw

suits 
C

A
 718-70, H

a
ro

ld
 W

e
isb

e
rg

 ve
im

 U
n

ite
d

 S
ta

te
s D

e
p

a
rtm

e
n

t o
f Ju

s-
tice (E

dw
ard C

urran, J.). 
C

A
 2301-70, H

a
ro

ld
 W

e
isb

e
rg

 ve
rsu

s U
n
ite

d
 S

ta
te

s D
e
p
a
rtm

e
n
t o

f 
Justice (John Sirica, J.). 	

. 
D

. C
. C

ir. 71-1026, W
eisberg versus U

.S
. D

epartm
ent of Justice, 160 

U
. S

. A
pp. D

. C
. 71, 489 F

. 2d 1195 (e
n

 b
a

n
e

), ce
rtio

ra
ri d

e
n

ie
d

 
416 U

. S
. 993 (1974). 

C
A

 2052-73, H
arold W

eisberg versus G
eneral S

ervices A
dm

inistration 
(G

erhard G
esell, J.). 

C
A

 75-0226, H
a
ro

ld
 W

e
isb

e
rg

 ve
rsu

s U
n
ite

d
 S

ta
se

s D
e
p
a
rtm

e
n
t o

f 



u
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e 
2

0
V

-- 
e
n
u

n
e
n
t's se

ririlK
 	

•
 •

 •
 

24" 
n
o
w

 a
ria

 w
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P
O

ST
 M

O
R

IE
M

 THAT 
w

ould last alm
ost a decade. T

he inform
ation from

 it in the preceding 
chapter is from

 the first of its three parts. 
Its second part is devoted entirely to the panel of experts that the 

D
epartm

ent of Justice appointed in secrecy to evaluate and report on 
the autopsy protocol and the kept-secret pictures and X

 rays taken 
during the autopsy. T

here w
as no public know

ledge of this secret 
panel or its secret report until it served the governm

ent's interest to 
disclose it T

his is how
 it happened. 

N
ew

 O
rleans D

istrict A
ttorney Jan G

arrison had charged a prom
i-

nent local businessm
an and author, C

lay S
haw

, w
ith being part of a 

conspiracy to kill P
resident K

ennedy. G
arrison filed suit in a local 

W
ashington, D

. C
., court to have the autopsy and other related evi-

dence presented to the jury that w
ould try S

haw
. Judge C

harles H
al-

leck held a hearing in the law
suit on the F

riday in January 1969 
before the M

onday on w
hich the N

ew
 O

rleans jury im
paneling 

w
ould begin. 
I 

w
as the first person outside the governm

ent to see this report 
because I w

as an expert w
im

ess for G
arrison's W

ashington law
yer, 

m
y friend B

ernard "B
ud" F

ensterw
ald. Jr. 

Q
uite im

properly, the kind of dirty trick the governm
ent can get 

aw
ay w

ith„the governm
ent had w

ithheld this report and the m
otion 	

<
1
 

it w
ould argue. all the w

hile planning to hand them
 to us in the 

courtroom
 the m

orning of the hearing, w
hen it w

ould be im
possible 

to check or to analyze. 
T

he night before the court date I m
et w

ith B
ud and his then-

partner, W
illiam

 O
hlhausen, as w

ell as B
ud's associate w

ho had not 
Ill 


