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HIGH TREASONM:
THE ASSASSINATION
oF
PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY

WHAT REALLY HAFPPENED

'\ By Robset J. Groden
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PART II ' THE MEDICAL EVIDENCE

There 1s an inscription chiseled onto the CIA building in
Langley, Virginia, a guote from Jesus Christ!

Ye shall krow the truth

and the truth shall make you free.
“I didn't mind putting people throwugh hard times as long as the
truth came throwugh. I gave the Saigon military a lot of names of
people I wanted killed. But I fowund owt that the €truth wasn’i
going to make anybody  free becawuse It wasn’t getting back to
Washington.”

——Former CIA agent and awthor Frank Snepp

We cannot, as a free nation, compete with our adversaries In
tactics of terror (and? assassination.”
~——Fresident Jobn F. Eennedy, Nov., 19l

"ULS. A5 A MATTER OF POLICY CANNOT CONDONE ASSASSINATIONY
==Cable to U.S. consul from President Fennedy, 13261

“One  of the aost profound changes that has come to the
presidency has resulted from a new factor in American l1ife——
assassination as a political instrument.” i
-—George E. Reedy, formsr Special Assistant  to
Fresident Lyndon Johnson, in The Twilight of the FPresidency.

“The more I have learmned, the more concernsd I have become
that the government was Invelved In the assassination of
Fresident Kennedy.”

——Victor Marchetti, former executive at the Central
Intelligence agency, and author of ‘The Cra and the
Cult of Intelligence.



"The panel continued to be concerned about the persistent
disparity between its findings and those of the autopsy
pathologists and the rigid tenacity with which the prosecutors
maintained that the entrance wound was at or near the external
occipital protuberance.” '
==VII HECA p. 115 (308D
CHAPTER 3727

THE PRESIDENT'S HEAD WOUNDS
AND THE NEW EVIDENCE OF FORGERY

Dr. Jamss J. Humes and Dr.  Thornton Boswell-—the Bethesda
NMaval Hospital autopsists-——insisted to  the panel of doctors
interviewing them for ihe House Assassinations Comnittes in 1977
that the entrance wound they fouwd on Fresident Kennedy’'s baad
was at or near the occipital protuberance——the bump  on the back
of  the head--stating that there was a large hole above it
"through which one could see the brain.” They knew that theve
could not be a bullet entrance wound in an otherwise intact
scalp and skull where we now see it in the official autopsy
photographs, which  the doctors were 1DDkiAg at whilé beirug

quiestioned.

"Was the head lifte;w;p ff;m-the table? Did Somenne look at
ity

"Yeahti...in fact we shined a light in the cranial vault
there, and noticed a large amount of brain missing,” Dr. Adolphe
Giegecke told co~author Harrison Livingstone: Dr. Giesecke
‘looked at a copy of the official autopsy picture of the head for
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the first time when Livingstone showed it to him. Livingstone
pointed to the back of the head: "Was this blown owut here?”

"Yes., It was missing.

Dr. Giesecke was an anesthesiologist at Parkland Hospital
in Dallas, where President Eemnedy was brought moments after he
had been mortally wounded.

Dr. Robert G. Grossman, ancther of the Parkland doctors,
also described the head being picked wp by Dr. Eemp Clark,
Grossman told the Foston Globe’s Ben EBradlee, Jr., that he had
moted a large, saparate wound, located sguarely in the occiput.?

The Parkland doctors had in fact conducted a close enough
examination to report the same large hole in the back of the
head. All the doctors and nurses at Farkland Hospital who saw
the body described a large exit wound in the back of the
President’s head. It is unlikely that g2 many trained medical
persomnel could be in error regarding the nature of the wounds.

The Warren Report states that “Dr. Clark, th most closely
abserved the head wound, described a large, gaping wound in the
right rear part of e head. . . ”? The Report of  the
Assassinations = Committee - statés - that “The Warren Commission
based its findings primarily upon the testimony of the doctors
who had  treated the President at Farkland Memorial Hospital in
Dallas and the doctors who performed the autopsy on the
FPresident at the Naval Medical Center in Bethesda, Md."* Since

the most important observations of the FParkland doctors were a
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than those of  individuals who might subsequently examine the
photographs. ® The government then says that the autopsy report
was mistaken: "It is probably misleading in the sense that it
describes ‘an actual abssnce of scalp and bone.’ The scalp was
probably virtually all present; but torn and displaced:! probably
only the separately recovered bone fragments were absent.”’ This
is the only way the Conmittes tries to discount the major
discrepancy the autopsists found with the photographs. Even if
the head was in some way reconstructed to make this picture,
nothing can discredit the unanimity with which the autopsists
insisted that the photographs did not show the entrance wound
remotely near where they had seen it. The doctors have many
tines repeated that there was a corresponding small entrance
hole in the skull near the hairline, and this doss not show in
the present X-rays, eithear.

The Committes Yassumed that if the Pérkland doctors are
corvect, particularly with respect to the gaqing hole in the
back of the Fresident’'s head, then it would mean: (13 the
autopsy photographs and X-rays had been doctored to conceal this

hiol

11

;€23 the body itself had® been altered, either before its
arrival at Bethesda or during the autopsy so  that the hole was
not  obvious in the photographs and  X-rays; or (32 the
photographs and X—-rays were not of Fresident Kennedy. Further,
if the Parkland doctors are correct, then the autopsy personnel

are incovrect and ither lying or mnistaken. It did not seew
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plausible to the committee that 26 persons (abt the autopsy)
would be lying...If the auwtopsy doctors are corvect,  then the
Farkland doctors are incorrect and either lying or mistaken. It
does not seem probable that they are lying, because it would be
difficult to maintain a conspiracy  of lying among  the
approximately 14 persoms involved for 15 years., 0On  the other
hand, it does seem possible, that the Parkland personnel could

be mistaken. ... "%

‘i>%"°ﬁﬂ34*e€V‘
T they and the Warren Commission overlooked the fact

that the autopsists described such a large hole in the back of
the head in their report; they ignored the insistence by the
autopsists that the photographs did not show the entry wound
anywhere near where it was, and they ignored the possibility
that the photographs might be forged. In other words, the
findings of some 23 doctors and nurses in Dallas and Washington
were simply ignored or  lied about. Furthermore, the doctors
{like many other witnesses, inclwding co—authqr Robert Groden?
ware subject to  threats, coaching, and other forms of
manipulation to force them to cooperate. For many years the
autopsists were threatened with court martial.?®

The observations of the Dallas doctors were consistently
disregarded on the pretense that they were mistaken. Moreover,
the findings of the Bethesda Naval Hospital autopsists
themselves were disregarded by the official panels on the

pretext that they too were mistaken. It was never understood
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that ths autopsists agreed with the Parkland doctors on some
crucial observations. Perhaps this is why they wsre zalso
ignoved. When it suited them, the official bodies repeatedly
lied and distorted the facts.

Each aof the four doctors at the autopsy was asked
individually to  locate the entrance wound after reviewing the
photographs, X-rays, and the autopsy report. The same book goes
on to say  “They identified the approximate location of the
entrance wound on a human skull and within the photographs as
beirng in a position perceived by the pansl to be below that
daescribed in  the autopsy report”' For instance, in Brazil and
other Iberian countries military courts kept careful records of
taestimony about torture, because they never thouwght it would get
out, so our official bodies can make conflicting statements
within a few pages of the same book because it is "for the use
of the Assassinations Committes” only. They state what the final
live will be, in total disregard for Fhe fFCtﬁ as thay just
stated them. This has been the pattern in this case from the
tima of the assassination.

The autopsy report’ . placed a small wound  of entfy
corvraesponding to the diameter of a bullet "slightly above” the
external occipital protuberance or bump on the back of the head,
four inches below the position of a bullet entry wound seen in
the official photographs. The autopsists insisted to the

Committee’'s panel that it was in fact below that, which put an
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entry wound an additional inch below the fouwr inches beneath the
wounrd in the photograph. More than four inches below is  a graat
difference. "I have a little trouble with that; 10 centimeters
is a significant——four inches,” Dr. Jamses Humss said. In fact,
the autopsists have added another inch, making it about five
inches below where we see the wound now, by saving that the
entry was below the protubsrance.

In other words, the responses of tws auvtopsists (Dr. Humes
and Dr. Boswell) indicated that not only were the photographs
and X-rays false, but their own report itself was either
inaccurate or had been altered. (Dr. Charles Wilber, in his
important book on the subject, repeatedly suggests that the
autopsy report was altered and that the autopsists were afraid.
He detzils extensive bullying of the witnesses, and an
investigation by the Warren Commission that was also dishonest
in other respects.) It is noteworthy that the Committee refused
to print & single word of its interviewﬂ withh the other
autopsist, Dr. Fierre Finck, and the radiologist at the autopsy,
Or. John H. Ebersole. Both of these doctors have also  at one
time or  another exploded ™ some of the official suppusitions’in
the case.

The autopsy report described & large hole in the back of
the head: "There is a large irregular defect of the scalp and
skuwll on the right involving chiefly the parietal bone but

extending somewhat into thse temporal and oecipital regions. In



this region there is an actuwal absence of scalp and bone
producing a defect which measures approximately 12 cm. in
greatest diameter . situated in the posterior scalp
approximately 2.5 om. laterally to the right and slightly above
the external occipital protuberance is  a lacerated wound
measuring 15 = & mm. In the wunderlying bone is a coarresponding
wound through the skull . "2

Dr. Humes further clarified this when he testified before
the Warren Commission by answering Allen Dulles’ guestion as to
where the bullet that struck President Fennedy might have
exited, “Scientifically, siv, it is impossible for it to. ..  have
exited from other than behind,” Dr. Humes said.' Allen Dulles,
the former head of the CIA whom President Eermedy had firved, was
a member of the Warren Commission investigating Kemmedy's death.
This was not at all  the answer Dulles was looking for. The
quasiion he asked was! "Am I correct in  assuming from what you
have said  that this wound is entirely inconsiq}ent with a wound
that might have besen administered if the shot were fived from in
front or the side of the President; it had to be fired from
behind the President?” Humes’ arswer to  this confusing, greatly
circumlocuwtious guestion was to say that the bullet exited from
bahind. This is a seeming impossibility if we ignore a second,
frontal shot to the head.

The Assassinations Committee basad its findingﬁ*-which

contradict all the doctors in the case-—upon the alleged autopsy
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photographs and  X-rays. What do they show? There is an apparent
entry wound in the cowlick, and a flap of scalp and skull in the
right temple area which has been reflected back. This flap had
apparently bgen more or less closed, perbaps by Jacqueline
Kemeady, except that Dr.  Grossman noticed it in Dallas.' The
Committes noted "There is a large skin flap in the right frontal
region  anteriorly and laterally, with two fragments of an
anterior compound  fracture of the calvarium of the skull
deflected ouwtward and toward the right ear.”' The Committes and
others assume that this flap represents the only exit wound in
the head. After this wound was opened up to cbhserve and remove
the brain, the edges revealed evidence that a bullet fragment
had exited there.'* The back of the head is otherwise clearly
intact in the élleged autopsy photographs.

A Hotally fabrasiad Heory

The Warren Commission did not deal with the havd evidence

in the case, instead putting forward a tqfary that bore no
relationship to the facts. Humes, wnder written threat of court-
martial,'” tried to stick to some of the facts, while often
speaking with double mearings. “In this case, he is backing'up
the Dallas doctors and nurses insofar as he adheres to what he
wrote in the autopsy report.

An exit wound in the skull is much  larger than  an entry
wound, and it is  scored out  around the edges in a widening

conical effect in the divection of the missile’'s forward

in
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movement . Material is pushed ouwt along the edges of the wound,
with the direction of the shot '® The second wound described is
an elliptical entry wound into the skull measuring 15 x & mm.
Dr. Humes originally wrote that the entry wound was a Ypuncture”
wouwnd rather  than a "lacerated” wound, and punciure was changed
tn lacerated several times in the record.'

Yet in 1968 when a panel of doctors, led by the Medical
Examiner of Maryland, Dr. Russell Fisher, reviewsd the autopsy
photographs and X-rays of President Kennedy for Attorney General
Ramsey Clark, they found this éntry tole to be auch rounder,
rather than greatly elliptical, and 2 om. in diamster .20 Not
only was the rear bead entry wound changed in size and shape,
but it was placed 4 to 5 inches higher than it was said to be by
the autopsists. In addition, this new entry position is in the
center of where the much larger exit wound had been, but no
longer was. Both wounds had moved.

The basic conflict then, is clear:! Uhere wﬁs the large hole
in the head, and where was the rear gntry wound in the head?

A1l of the many medical and other witnesses in Dallas who
saw the body placed the 1arge hole in the very back of the heéd,
or a little to the right, but basically in the occipital area of
the head. The autopsists described this wound as being in the
same place but larger. In Dallas, Dr. Robert McClelland (who was
present  when Kennedy was brought to Parkland Hospital? wrote

that the “cause of death was due to a massive  head and brain
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injury from a gunshot  wound of the left temple.”® Such a shot
could blow out the back of the head, just as described by all of
the witnesses. The Warren Commission disregarded this evidence.
Other evidence which will be outlined later in  this book
indicates that the Fresident was shot twice in the head, once
from behind and once  from the front, which wouwld explain very

wall the conflict over the head wounds.

The Assassinations Commities in the U.S. House of
Representatives, following a 1978 break-in of their safe and the
removal of the autopsy photographs,?? published what they called
& drawing of the back of the head made from the photo.?? This
was actually a precise tracing, accurate Lo the hair, as
established by artist Ida Dox in her testimony before the House
Assassinabions Committes. Indistinguishable from the actual
autopsy photograph, it shows an  apparvent entry wound  in the
cowlick of the head, bu£ the large defect whicr should be there
is not.

The picture of the back of the head may be found in 7 HECA
. 104, and also  din |l HSCA p. 7234, as well as in several bk s
published since. It is reproduced in this book.

Clearl faked plotes

Co—autbor Harrison Livingstone wanted to show  the picture

of the back of the President’s head to the medical witnesses in

Dallas who had seen the body. The authors have seen  the actual
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autopsy photos, and thus possessed a ceritain kEnowledge that
almost no-one else had. In 1973, Livingstone traveled to Dallas
on o a  trip paid for by Steve FParvks of The Baltimore Sun and was
the first person to show somse of the Dallas doctors copies of
the autopsy pictures.

Since then, Livingstone, The Baltimore Sun, and Ben Bradlee
Jv. of The Poston Globe have compiled the testimony of & number
of additional witnesses, and the startling conclusion of their
work is clear! The autopsy pictures are fake, and hold the key
to the true nature of the plot which took the life of the
President. (The research conducted by The Globe and The Sun was
subsequently turned over to Livingstone and placed in the JFE
Library in Boston.)

Two facts may be offered which, independent of  the wealth
of  testimony given below, add weight to this startling
conclusion. First, the fact that the autopsists could have
insisted to a panel of expert doctors that thF alleged autopsy
pictures of the back of the head did not show the entry wound in
the place where they had described it, but in the area whare
they said the large hole exteénded, should be sufficient o
demonstrate the fraudulent nature of the pictures.? Secondly,
tlhe fact that neither the House Assassinations Committes nor the
government had ever shown these pictures to the Dallas medical
witnesses demonstrates the existence of a cover-up. If the

evidence still being kept secret in the case proved the
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government’'s theory, then they would have shown that evidence to
evaryons involved.

Each medical witness in Dallas had told the Warren
Commission that there was a large hole in the rear of the head,
and all of them beslieved it was an exit wound. Upon sesing the
official government autopsy photograph of the back of  the head
for the first time, sach witness independently denounced it.

Just prior  to Ben EBradlee's Foston Globe trip to Dallas,
the evidence he was about to gather was subject to a powerful
nagative influence, which changed the results he might otherwise
fiave collected. A book was published by David Lifton-——Fest
Evidence-—which revolved around the guestion we are dealing with
in this book: Why the alleged awtopsy photograph  doss not show
the wounds as they were described by all of the witnesses.

In addition +to the theory which it propounded, the book
gave the erroneous impression that there was a flap of scalp on
the FPresident’s head which covered wp thes Parge rwole in the
back. This book promptly becams a best seller for five months.
The flap of scalp story convinced some of the doctors co-—author
Livingstone and the  Faltimors “Son had  interviewsed to changs

their feelings aboul bthe picture, as will be explained below.

—2> A preposterovt hypotiasic

Citton maintains in his  book the theory that Fresident
Kemedy'’'s body was stolen from its coffin in the rear of the
plane in the first few minutes directly after it was brought on

board in Dallas. “The critical period was 2:138 to 2132 PM (CST).
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It appsared, from the public record, that the coffin was then
unattended.” He says that removal of the body by an unspecified
person or persons, Yin  a body bag seemed the only remaining
possibility. Disguised as luggage, it might have bgen put in the
baggagse hold, or in the forward galley area.”

He says that the body was hidden until the plane landed,
then it was somshow brought forward and removed from the right
front door of the plane within 90 seconds of the plane’s
landing, put onto a helicopter, flown fo Walter Reed Hospital
where a hasty inspection of the body was conducted, the brain
removed, the real wounds covered wp, other wounds created, the
head reconstructed, and the photographs of the wounds taken. He
says the body became a medical forgery to cover up‘the direction
from which the shots came.b

Thare was never any evidence for the existdnce of such a
fiap =on the back of the head. Clearly, given the explicit
description in  the autopsy report of the misFing scalp and of
the stellate fracturses and tears in  the scalp, the autopsists
would have noted any flap of scalp. The apparent flap on the
side of the head in the photograph was where the scalp and bone
were reflected back, in order to inspect the interiovr of the
cranium. But that temporary flap obviously could not  cover the
large hole in the back of the head, which doesn’'t show in the
autopsy photograph. Forensic scientists s5ay that a

reconstruction of this nature wowld be impossible since the
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scalp is shredded and destroyed, blown away entirely by the
exiting bullet. The autopsy report stated that the scalp was
absent over the large defect, an observation that was also made
by many of the doctors and nurses in Dallas. Morticians state
that it would have taken hours to reconstruct the head and scalp
with artificial matter to make such a picture, which was taken
before such a cosmetic effort could have occurred.

Lifton presents no credible evidence whatsoever to support
‘his hypothesis, and the flaw in his thinking is that the coffin
was unattended. The coffin was never unattended. President
Kennedy’'s entire party, including several of his closest long-
time friends and his wife, were crowded into the vear of the
plane, since the new Prasident and his party were also on board,
filling the plane tightly.

Dave Powers, a long-time friend and close aide of President
Fennedy, told co-author Harrison Livingstone on June 23, 1987
that "the coffin was never unattended. Lifton(s story  1s the
biggest pack of malarkey I ever heard in my life. I never had my
hands or eyes off of it during that period he says it was
unattendsd, and when Jackie got up to go to her stateroom where
Lyndon Johnson was, Kenny 0'Donnell went with her, but we stayed
right there with the coffin and never let go of it. In fact
several of us were with it through the whole trip, all the way
to Bethesda Naval Hogpital. It couldn’t have happenad the way

that fellow said. Not even thirty seconds. I never left it.
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There was a general watch. We organized it.”

Dave Powers rvode in  the Secret Service back-up car just
behind the President and saw the whole shooting,  to his horror.
He stayed with the body from the hospital to the plans, and
helped carry it in, with Larry 0O'Brian, Eermath O'Domnell,
Godfrey McHugh and othevrs.

There has for many years been a "public vecord” consisting
of personal interviews with the President’s party by the media,
in William Manchester’s Oeath of a President (a book upon which

Lifton relies heavily? and other records.

A Te-s-kmo;uf of Parkland docfors ard hurteg

At Farkland Hospital in Dallas, there were approximately 19
doctors and nurses present at the President’s final agony, plus
other witnesses such as thg Frasident’s wife, Secret Service
men, the Dallas Chief of Police, and Congressman Henry Gonzalex,
who years later was briefly Chairman of the Assassinations
Committes. \

The following is a documentation of the new testimony co-
author Livingstone has collected from the doctors and nurses,
which is the best evidence in the case.

Only Dr. Kemp Clark and Nurse Diana Bowron have not been
re-interviewed. Nurss Bowron cannot be  found, and Dr. Clark
refuses to be interviewed. He testified strongly to the Warren
Commission that the large defect was in the back of the head.

Clark wrote that there was "a large wound in the right occiput
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gxtending into the parietal region.”?® In another report, hbe
gsaid that the large hole was “in the occipital region of the
skull”  and "There WaS a large woLind in the right
oecipital-parietal region ... There was a considerable loss of
scalp and bone tissue.”? He told the Warren Commission that he
"avamined the wound in  the back  of the President’s head. This
was a large, gaping wound in  the right posterior part, with
cerebral and cerebellar tissus being damaged and exposed. "2
Clark is currently Frofessor and Chairman of the Southwestern
Medical School’s Division of Neurological Surgery in Dallas. He
was the senior physician in Trauma Room 1 and the doctor whn
pronounced the President dead.

Nurse Bowron first saw the Fresident in the limousine, and
helped whesl him  into  the emergency room. Describing  the
Fresident’s condition, Nurse Bowron testified to the Warren
commission that “He was moribund., He was lying acrosis Mrs.
Kennedy's knee and there seemad to be blood eyerywheve. When 1
went arcund to the other side of the car, I saw the condition of
his head ... the back of his head ... it was very bad ... I just
saw one large hole. 72

Dr. Rebert McClelland is Professor of Surgery at the
University of Texas' Southwestern Medical Schonl (Parkland). At
the time of the assassination he was an Assistant Frofessor. He
told the Warren Commission that he stood at the head of the

table in the Emsrgency Room in “such a positidm that I could
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very closely examine the head wound, and I noted that the right
posterior portion of the skull had been extremely blasted. It
had been shattered, apparently, by the force of the shot so that
the parietal bone was protruded wp through the scalp and ssemed
to be fractured along its right posterior half, as well as some
of the occipital bone being fractured in its  lateral half, and
this sprung opan the bones that I mentioned in such a way that
you couwld actually look  down into  the skuwll cavity itself and
sze that probably a third or so, at least, of the brain tissue,
posterior cerebral tissuwe and some of the cervebellar tissue, had
been blasted Dut.f” Dr. McClelland went on to say that the
bullet went "out the rear of the skull .73

Some time later, Dr. McClelland approved a drawing showing
the large gaping hole in the back of the head, which was then
used in the book Six Secomds In Dallas by FProfessor Josiah
Thompson., McClelland has since repeated to The Baltimore Sun,®
The Boston Globa®? and others that the drawing! is accurate and
what he “vividly" remembers. Co-author Livingstone was the first
to guery Dr. McClelland concerning the autopsy photo;  he
rejected it. He later reiterated his repudiation of the phmtolta
The Sun and The Globe. It should be noted that in a drawing of
the head wounds mace during the autopsy by Dr. Thornton Boswell,
theve appear o be bones fractured and missing at the very rear
of the head, precisely in the trapezoidal shape of the "Harper

fragment” identified as occipital in 19632 Aécording to the
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FBEI report, this piece of bone was found ”25 feet south” of
whare the Fresident was at the moment of the fatal shot.

Dr. Richard Dulany, a Resident on call in  the Emergency
Room, gave  a deposition to the Warren Commission.? The copy of
the autopsy photograph was shown to hin by The Globe and he
stated that it was not accurate. When shown the official
picture, he said that there was a “definite conflict” and
“"that's not the way I remember it. Ve

Nurse Patricia (Hutton) Gustafson had told the Warren
Commission that there was a ”.. . massive opening in the back of
the head. "2 She had gone out to the limousine and helped wheel
Fresident Kennady to the Emsrgency Room. She was asked to put a
pressure bandage on the head wound., 71 tried to do so but there
was vreally nothing to put a pressure bandage on. It was too
massive. So he told me just to leave it be.” She said the large

wound was at “the back of the head.” "Definitely in the back?”

she was asked. "Yes.” She strongly rejects the Pfficial picture.
This testimony was taken by Ben Bradlee, Jr. of The Boston
Globa, 97

Dr. Ronald Coy Jones, now a Professor of Surgery, was the

Chief Resident in Surgery at Parkland in 19632, He told the
Warren Commission of “"what appeared to be an exit wound in the
posterior portion of the skuwll.” He told Arlen Specter, "There

was a large defect in the back side of the head as the President

lay on the cart with what appesared to be some brain hanging out
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of this  wound with multiple pieces of skull noted next with the
brain and with a tremsndous amouvnt of clot and blood, 7" Note
that he states that the large hole in the back of the head was
an exit wound,

Dr. Joves viewed the official picture shown to him by The
Globe team and stated that the wound was not the same as what he
saw in 1963, He outlined with his finger a large hole in the
vary back of the head. He said that the McClelland drawing was
" lose , a8

Nurse Doris Melson was the Supervisor of the Emergency Room
at the time of the tragedy, and is now the NMursing Supervisor at
Parkland Hospital. She assisted in treating the President, aond
helped prepare his body to be placed in the coffin. Nurse Nelson
drew a picture of the head wound, mostly in the parietal area,
but well towards the rear of the head., Her drawing conflicts
strongly with the official autopsy photograph. When she saw that
picture she said immediately "It’'s not true. .. Uhere wasn’t even
hair back there. It was blown away. All  that area (on the back
of the head) was blown out | Ve

Dr. PFaul - Peters, “Frofesgor and Chairman of the Uroldgy
Department at  Southwestern Medical School, was an Assistant
Professor when he assisted at the death of the President. Dr.
Feters told reporters that the large defect was in both the
occipital and parietal area of the head. When shown the official

picture, he stated: "I don’t think it’'s contsistent with what I
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saw. s He said of the McClelland drawing, "It’'s not too far

aff. It’s a large wound, and that’s what we saw at the time.”

e ksle inte Sad. of e heal
/

Co—auwthor Livingstone first showed the official picture to
Dr. Peters in 1979, along with the sketch approved by Dr.
McClelland., He returned them, warking with an X the sketch of
the large exit wound in the back of the head as being accurate,
and rejected the official picture. He wrote that “There was a
large hole in the back of the head through which ons could see
the brain.” He reconfirmed this in long phone conversations, and
in talks with fellow researcher Gary Mack, Ben Bradlee of the
Globe and others. Dr. Peters told the Warven Commission, "We saw
tﬁe wound of entry in the throat and noted the large meeipital
wound, and it is a known fact that high velocity missiles often

have a small wound of entrance and a large wound of exit.”4?

Dr. Gene Akin was an Anesthesiologist qt Farkland at the
time. He told the Warren Commission that “the back of  the right
oecipital—-parietal portion of  (Kennedy’s) head was shattered,
with brain substance extruding ™* »I assume that the right
necipital  parietal  region (right rear) was the exilt M4 Akin
reaffirmed this to The Globe team and basically did not accept
the official picture. On seesing the sketch, he said, "Well in my
judgment at the time, what I saw was more parietal. But on the

bhasis nf this sketch, if this is what Bob McClelland saw, then
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it’s more occipital . ”* Akin  further said that Dr.  Femp Clark
saw the entry wound in the temple.

Dr. Fouwad Bashour, an Asscciate Professor of Medicing in
Cardinlogy at the time, was the subject of an article in the
Texas State Jowurnal of Medicine in January, 1984, along with
some  of  the other doctors present in the Emergency Room.
Livingstone interviewed Dr. Bashour in 1373 in his office in the
presence of his secretary, Lee, and others. He was most
insistent that the official picture was not representative of
the wounds, and e continually laid his hand both on the back of
Livingstone's head and his own to show where the large hole was.
“Why do they cover it up?? he repeated numerous times. “This is
not the way it was!” he kept repeating, shaking his head no.

On the same day in 13979, Livingstone interviewed Dr.
Charles Baxter in a lengthy taped conversation. He had told the
Warren Commission that thers was a “large gaping wound in the
back of the skull.”* He told Livingstodg that without
question, the back of ths head was blown away! "It was a large
gaping wound in the woccipital area.”* He did think it might
have bsen a tangential wolind of “some kind. But he could not have
been more  clear when he rejected the official picture. When The
Globe interviewsd him later, he again did not fully support the
picturs .49

Baxter also insisted that the wound in the throat was “no

more than a pinpeoint. It was made by a small caliber weapon. And
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it was an entry wound.”®® Now a FProfessor of Surgery at
Farkland, he was an Assistant Professor at the time of the
assassination.

Margaret Hood, whose name was Hencheoliffe at the time, had
been an Emergency Room nurse for twelve years when the President
was brought in. She helped wheel him in and helped prepare the
body for the coffin. Interviewsd by reporters in 1981, she drew
a picture of the large wound on a model of a skuwll. She sketched
a gaping hole in the occipital region which extended only
slightly intoc the parietal area, thersby rejecting out of hand
the official picture.® She also insisted the Fresident had an
"entry” wound in his throat.

Livingstone taped an interview with Dr. Marion Jenkins in
1972 in the presence of 13 witnesses. Dr. Jenkins stared at the
official picture for a long time and then said: “No, not like
that. Mot like that. Mo. You want to know what it really looked
like?¥%2 1+t was Dr. Jenkins who picked uq the head of the
Fresident to show Dr. Dulany that the back of it was completely
gomne .

Dr. Jenkins had told the Warren Commission, “There was a
great laceration of the right side of the head ... (temporal and
occipital) even to the extent that the cerebellum had protruded
from the wound.” "I would interpret it (as) being a wound of
exit. "8 In 1979, when shown the official photograph, he told

Livingstons! “Well, that picture doesn’t look like it from the

mn
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back .” Jenkins continually demonstrated o his head and
Livingstone’s where the large exit wound was, in  the rear and
slightly to the side, covering the cowlick ares where it would
cavrtainly show in the autopsy photograph. “You  cowld tell at
this point with your fingers that it was scoved out, that the
edges were blasted out.” He emphasized the word "ouwt” twice. He
continually beat on the back of the author’s head with the palwm
of his hand to demonstrate where the large hole was.

There were many people standing in Dr.  Jenkins' office
watching, and there was no question about what he was saying
when these pictures were first shown to him, or any of the other
doctors.  They had never been permitted to see them before.

Jenkinsg was the Chief Anesthesiologist at Farkland at the
time, and is now Chairman of the Southwestern Medical School’s
Department of Anesthesiology. Why did the Committes not show Dr.
Jenkins Cor any of  the other Parkland doctors) the autopsy
photographs? Had  they pre-ordained that t”? doctors  were
mistaken aboult the wounds? If so, why interview them at all?

Dr. Adolph Giesecke, Jr., currently Frofessor and

Vice-Chairman of the Southwestern Medical School’s Departmentvof

[Vs)

fnesthesiology, was an Assistant Professor  there in 196
Livingstone first showed him these pictures in 138379, and taped
his responses. When Livingstone read the statements of each
witness before the Warren Commission describing a large blowout

in the back of the head, Giesecke said véry emphatically
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"Rightt” Livingstone showsd him the picture Dr. McClelland
approved, showing the hole in the back of  the head! “Would you
say that this picture on page 140 of Thompson’s book (paperback
ad,) is an accurate representation?” “From what I saw, I think
‘that’a a reasonable representation,” Dr. Giesecke replied.s

In 1979, Dr. Malcolm Perry——one of  the most important
witnesses among the Parkland doctors——who refused to be
interviewed by Ben Bradles, Jr., was shown copies of the alleged
autopsy phiotos by Jeff Price of the Baltimore Swun. It was an
gmotional encounter  and Dr. Perry was moved almost to tears. He
said the pictures of the back of the head were not accurate.

In an article in The Faltimore Sun heacdlined “"The Bullets
Also Destroyed Our Confidence"”®® Steve Parks wrote! “Why were
the doctors at Farkland Hospital who tried to save the
president’s life and who declared him dead never consulted about
the autopsy (conducted by military authorities), and why have
the autopsy photos never been shown  to thesq doctors? Earlier
this year, during an investigation by The Sun, one doctor who
had been given access to copies of the photos said  the
president’s head wounds 1ty the pictures were not consistent with
what he recalled sesing that day 16 years ago.” This was Dr.
Malcolm Ferry.

Dr. Paerry, now a Frofessor of Surgery and a General Surgeon
at the tinme, performed the tracheotomy on the President when he

was brought into the emergency room. He appeared twice before
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the Warren Commission and described “a large wound of the right
posterior parigetal area in the head exposing lacerated brain, ”se
and “a large avulsive wound of the right occipital parietal ares
in which both scalp and portions of skuwll were absent, and there
was severe laceration of underlying brain tissue...."% The
Associated Press dispatch on November 22 stated that Dr. Perry
"said the entrance wound was in the ffnnt of the head.” This is
a long way from the cowlick. ALl the AF wires that day stated
that the President had a large hole in the "back” of his head.

The Gloke repert

On June =21, 1931, the Globe published an article based on

taped testimony basically covroborating the authors’ findings.
It appears that the Globe editors attempted to water down this
powerful evidence, discrediting the secret autopsy pictures by
quantifying their results on  a scale of 1 to 10, They had to
literally change——or loosely  interpret-—the testimony of some
witnesses. Although the Globe  found averwhelm@ng evidence that
the pictures are false, the evidence they claim supports the
autopsy photographs  appears very weak when we realize that all
the doctors they cite as supporting the picture had previously
denounced it.

Ben Bradlee, Jr. wrote co-author Livingstone, "Dear Harry:
Hera is the story as it  appeared yesterday. It is not as I
wanted it, as the enclosed copies of my woriginal drafts will

attest. There was so much haggling over the piece, however, I
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was glad  just to be done with it and get it in the papsr. Note
your acknowledgement at bottom left. Thanks for the book. Best
regards, Ben.”

0f all the many witnesses, the Globe counted four who they
felt supported the picture.®® Three of the four had made strong
statements denouncing the picture at one time.

The Globg wrongly interpreted the data on doctors Giesecke,
Jenkins, Perry, and Carrico, for they all had been led to
believe-—after their interviews with the author and the Sun——
that theres was a flap of scalp on the back of the head which was
pulled down to show an alleged entry wound. We have already seen
that the autopsists hotly denied that there had been an entry
wourd  in that region, and they said, like many other Dallas
witnesses, that there was no scalp there to  be pulled down,®
Lifton’s theory notwithstanding.

Dr. Giesecke confivmed to  The Globe that the back of the
hesd was missing, but  he had been told—~afteﬂ Livingstone had
'spoken to him and before The Globe'’s visit——about the alleged
flap of scalp. The Globes ervoneously interpreted this as meaning
that he no longer felt there was a large hole in the back of the
head. Trying to explain this, Dr. Giesecke later wrote co-awthor
Livingstone: “in doing  so (pulling down the flap), the
underiying bony defect is obscured,”* making clear that the
large kole was still there.

The EBoston Globe completely ignorved the evidence co—author

~
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Livingstone had obtained from Dr. Jenkins, and claimed that the
doctor agreed with the autopsy photographs (without being shown
them by the Globe). Dr. Jenkins is not quoted or mentioned in
the Globe article, but the following statement is wsed by him to
discredit what Jenkins bhad said before! "I thought it was
carebellum, but I didn’t examine it.” They wrote in their notes
that he was therefore mistaken in his statements concerning the
hiole in the back of the head, and  they presumed that he had
naver looked at the back of the head., It was this, and only
this, that the Globe used in their rejection of Jenkins’ clear
position that the largs hole was above and posterior Lo the
right =2ar, which he in fact pointed out to Bradlee, whom he made
lie down for the demonstration.

The House Assassinations Committes interviewed Dr. Jenkins
in November 1977, He told the investigator that he "was the only
one who kvew the extent of the head wound.” "His location was
customary for an anesthesiologist. He was posiqioned at the hasad
of the table so that he had one of the closest views of the head
wound, Regarding the head wound, Dr. Jenkins said that only one
segmant of bone was blown put——it was a seagment of occipital or
temporal bone. He noted that a portion of the (lowsr rear brain)d
cerebellum was hanging out from a hole in the right-—rear of
the head.”® They did not show him the autopsy photographs.

The Swn published the fact that Dr. Malcolm Perry hotly

denounced the picture, but  The Globe, althuugﬁ they did not
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interview him, said that he supported the autopsy photograph.
They did not print the denial or any reference to this doctor .2
In any event, The Sun’s intensive interview with Dr. Ferry was
conducted in  front of witnesses, and the results corroborated
the testimony of every other witness who had been interviewsd up
o that time.

The Assassinations Committee interviewed Dr. Perry in 1373,
but did not show  him the awtopsy photographs.  Perry told the
interviewer that he had looked at the head wound and that it
"was located in the 'occipital parietal’ region of the skull and
that the right posterior aspect of the skull was missing.”® It
does  not make sense that Dr. Perry and the only other two
FParkland doctors (Jenkins and Carvicol the Committes interviewed
would have somehow changed their observation that the back of
the head was missing for the Poston Globe.

In addition, the testimony of Dr. Farry to  the Warren
Commission, and his extensive first-hand experience with the
wounds, makes any  later retraction attributed to him not
credible.

The fourth witness,” Dr. "Carrico, made such contradictdry
statements to the Globke that it would be inaccurate to count him
as supporting the picture. Dr. Carvico told the Warrven
Commission: “The wound that I saw was a large gaping wound,
located in the right occcipitoparietal area. I would estimate it

4 be aboub 5 to 7 cm. in size, more or less circular, with
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avulsions of the calvarium and scalp tissue. As 1 stated before,
I believe there was shredded macerated cerebral and cerebellar
tissuwes both  in the wounds and on the fragments of the skuwll
attached to the dura. s

When interviewsd in January 1973 by the House
Assassinations Committee, DOr. Carvico repeated the same thing!
"The other wound was a fairly large wound in  the parietal,
csecipital area. One could see blood and brains, both cerebellum
and cerebrum fragments in that wound....The head wound was a
much larger wound  than the neck wound., It was five by seven
centimaeters, something like that, 2 172 by 3 inches, ragged, had
blood and hair all around it, located in the part of the
parietal occipital region...above and posterior to the =ar,
almost from the crown of the head,”® that is, just where the
small entry wound shows in the alleged autopsy photograph. It
would have been impossible for this to be true without showing
on the photograph. ‘

Dr. Carrico was not interviewed by the Globe, but he wrote
them twd contradictory letters.® In nearly all other cases, the

witnesses have just as clear a gicture of the avents of November

)

22, 1963 today in 1938 as they did then.

L

The first spontaneous, emobtional response of a witness is
the most credible. In legal terms, such evidence bears the
indicia of truth and reliability, before the witness has a

chance to be subjected to conflicting influences and pressures,

~
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and/or reflect on his own self-interest. Evewiitnesses can be
vaery wrong, depending on the circumstances, but  the medical
witnesses at Parkland, the Fresident’'s wife——who held his head
in her lap-—and other officials and agents present in Dallas
cannot all be wrong.

Dy . Robert Grossman, now  a Professor  and Chairman of the
Department of Neurosurgery at the Baylor College of Medicine in
Houston, had  just joined the staff at Parkland at the time of
the assassination as an  Instructor in  Newrosurgery. He naver
testified to the Warren Commission or to the Assassinations
Committes. He said that he saw two large holes in the head, as
he told The Globe, and he described a large hole sguarely in the
oreiput,® far too large for a bullet entry wound, which would
have shown in the disputed picture. It does not.

Since the Globe did not  take into account the previous
testimony taken by Livingstone and the Baltimors Sun, it would
seam that by their own standards, any testimqﬁy ar position on
the issue of the wvalidity or lack of validity of the autopsy
photographs  should be discounted-—especially if they did not
actually speak to the withess. The Globe and Een Bradlee, Jr.
had na  contact whatsoever with Dr. Kemp Clark  or Nurse Diana
Bowron, yet the Globe placed them on their chart ranking as 2s
on a scale of 1 to 10, ten meaning total disagreement with the
autopsy photographs.

Dr. David Stewart wrote Livingstone on December 11, 1381
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"1 enjoyed our phone conversation and I appreciate your sending
the material. I'11 try to answer vyour guestions as well as I
can.

“On the Jos Dolan radic show, I meant to indicate that
there was no controversy concerning  the wounds between the
doctors in attendance. I was with them either separately or in
Froups on many occasions over a long period of tims.

"Concerning exhibit F-48, there is no way the wound
described to me by Dr. Ferry and others could bs the wound shown
in this picture. The massive destructive wound couwld not
remotely be pulled together well enough to give a normal contour
to the head that is present in this picture.” We would have to
say that if Dr. Stewart did not actually see the wound, then
this is hearsay evidence insofar as what he saw or did not see.
What is  admissible in evidence here is what he was told by Dr.
Ferry, the wound described to him. |

Dr. Jackie Hunt, like Dr. Bashowr, was ngt  interviewed by
The Globe, but Livingstone showed her  the picture in 1279 and
she instantly denocunced it. She did not see the back of the head
because she was standing - diredtly over the Fresident, but she
insisted that the back part of the head was blown out and
rejected the official picture. "That's the way it was described
to me,” she said, saying that the back of the head was gone. s
Had the large defect been anywhere else, she wouwld have seen it

and described it. Dr. Akin said that if you looked directly down
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on Femedy,  youw could not see the largs hiole . Therefore, Dr.
Hunt's testimony is significant.

Dr. Hunt responded to Livingstone'’'s gquestion: “So, the exit
wound wouwld be in the occipital-parietal area?” "Yeah, uh—hubh.
It would be somewhsre on the right posterior part of it...."
She pointed to the sketch from Six Seconds In Dallas: "That's
the way it was described to me.” "I went around this way and got
the egquipment connected and started-——but 1 saw the man’s face
like so, and I never-—the exit wound was on the other side——and
what was back there, I don’'t know., That is the way it was
described to me,” she said, pointing to the sketch showing €h§~'
large hole in the back of the head. "I did not see that. I did
ot ses this part of his head. That wouwld have been here,” she
said, and put the palm of her hand on the back of Livingstone's
head. She did this before Livingstones showsd her the sketch from

.

Thompgon . 7°

The 1ssus asd e evideunc

fhe main issuwes, then, are whether or not Fhere was a large

hole in the back of the head, whether it would show in the
autopsy photographs, whether it was covered by a flap of scalp,
and whare the sntry wound™ or - @ounds wevre located. (The rear
entry hole in the official photo now appears where the large
hinle in the back of the head originally was. )

The overwhelming weight of the evidence appears to
demonstrate beyornd all question that the official picture of the

back of the President’s head does not show  the wounds as they
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were, and that the photographs were tampered with in some way so
as to conceal the sxistence of other shots  and snipers and
change the evidence of the dirvection from which the shot entered
the back of the head. A shot striking the President whers the
autopsy report placed it, at or nsar the hairlivne of the back of
the head, would not, and indeed could not, have Llown oub the
portion of the head which was in fact blown away. The fact
remains that the aulopsists themselves sericusly guestioned the
photos. The common denominator  among every witness interviewed
was their denunciation of the official autopsy photograph.

This conclusion must be taken together with the fact that
there are many more anomalies in the case, with  similar
questions, sach one compelling the conclusion that evidence had
been planted, fabricated, faked, destroyed or forged. Perhaps
one way of resolving the questions, short of exhumation, is to
gather all the Dallas witnesses in one room, together with those
whia were in the autopsy room  in Maryland, anF show  them the
secrat pictures. This should be done immediately.

In addition, Dr. Robert Grossman told the Globe "It was
clear to me...that ths right pafietal bone had been 1ifted wp by
a bullet which had exited.”” Thus, onme of the doctors who saw
Fresident Kennedy before he died observed two large holes in the
head, though the hole in the right temple area was largely
clogsed. Dr. James J. Humss, the autopsist, in effect described

both of  these larges wounds as wounds of exit. Co-author Robert
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Groden found in the films made during the shooting clear, strong

evidence of two separate shots to the President’s head, the
first from behind and the second from in front. Each of these
shots blew out & portion of skull., The shot from the rear

created a flap of skin and bone over the right tenple area,
which appeared closed until reflected back at the autopsy; and
the second shot destroyed the rear of his head, throwing the
Fresident backwards at great spesd. The opened flap is visible
on the right side of the head in the alleged autopsy

photographs .

—> Grodeus repal

———————'—”

The House Assassinations Committes published the following
report by co-auwthor Robert Groden:! "My visuwal inspection of the
autopsy  photographs and  X-rays reveal evidence of forgery in
four of the photographs,” showing the back of  the head. "Within
the circumference of the President’'s head, there is an irrvegular
line. Within this line the hair appears black \and wat. On the
outside of the line it is auburn and completely dry. In later
genarations of these photographs, a largse degree of contrast
buildup becomes apparent-at the “I'ine’'s edge and the line becomes
clearly defined. This phenomenon is characteristic of crop lines
in matte insert processes uwsed for retouching and recomposition
of photographs. It is my opinion that these two photographs are
forgeries, composites manufactured to eliminate evidence of an

exit wound in the rear of the President’s head. The only method
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I am aware of that could have been wsed to create these
composites is known as 'soft edge matte insertion, 9?72

Groden was not allowed to talk  about  this when he was
interviewed on  national television during the first day of the
Committee’s public hearings. He was carefully coached as to what
he could or could not say. “Don't volunteesr anything,” he was
told., “Just answer the guestions.” They lied and told him that
he would have another opportunity to appesar and present whatever
else was on his mind, which never happened.

The Warren Commission often simply rewrote witnesses’
testimony, if they didn’t want it to go into the record, or
ignored it Coaching  of witnesses in our Judicial and
legislative process is common. In the chapter on acoustics, we
will discuss the other major findings the Committee did not want
Groden to talk aboutb.

Livingstone asked Colonel Fletcher Prouty, former liaison
between the CIA and the Pentagon, who has %ritten about the
conspiracy which overthrew the President in a domestic cowup,
"How cowld the autopsy photos be faked?”

"Now you are getting to th& -core of the problem. That is

where ths solution lies!” he told wus.??

2 &(e- wibneSC accounts
s
[
The Secret Service agents who ware in the limousine when it

arrived at FParklard, in the trauma room, and in the autopsy room

at Bethesda, testified, begivning with Clint Hill: “The right
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rear portion of his head was missing. It was lying in the rear
seat of the car. His brain was exposed. There was blood and bits
af brain all over the entire rear portion of the car. Mrs.
Fermady was completely covered with blood, There was so much
Blood you couwld not tell if  there had been any other wound ore
not, except for the one large gaping woaund in the right rear
portion of the head "7

The driver of the limousine, William Greer, said! "His head
was all ghot, this whole part was all a matter of blood like he
had been hit. "7’ The examiner asked Greer if the part of the
head that was gone was “the  top and right rear side of the
head?”

"Yes, sir; it looked like that was all blown off )"

Another Secret Service agent, Roy Kellerman, was shown a

picture of a head, indicating the rear portion! “Yes.” "More to

-~
’

the right side of the head?” -

"Right. This was removed.” “When you ksay, 'This was
removed, ' what do yow mean by  this?”  “The skull part was
ramaved . ”  “All  right.” Representative-—later Fresident—Gerald
Ford asked him "Abave the sar afid-back?”

"To the left of the ear, siv, and & little high;, yes.
About right here.” "When you say ‘removed,’ by that do you mean
that it was absent when you saw him, or taken off by the
doctor?” It was absent when I saw him.” "Fine. Proceed.”

“Entry into this man’s head was right below that wound,

[
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right here,” HKellerman said. “Indicating the bottom of the
hairline immediately to the right of the fear about the lowar
third of the ear?” "Right. But it was in the hairline, sir.*”

“In his hairline?™ “Yes, sir.” “pNear the end of his
hairline?” "Yes, sir.” “What was the size of that aperture?”
"The little finger.” “Indicating the diameter of the little
finger.” "Right *

"Now, what was the position of that opening with respect to
the portion of the skwll which you have described as being
removed or absent?”

"Well, I am going to have to describe it similar to this.
Let’s say part of your skull is removed hare] this is below.”
"You have described a distance of approximately an  inch and a
half, 2 inches, below.” “That is correct] about that, sir,”

Fellerman said.?s

‘TRC.“ViaWN\ﬂZcbhih

In 1972, Dr. Humes was shown the phmtogrﬁphﬁ and X—-rays,
and he told the Assassinations Committee panel of experts that
tHe wounds were not in the right place. Dr. PFetty, the Medical
Examiner of Dallas County; asked him, I am now loak ing at,X~an
No. 2. Is this the point of entrance that I'm pointing to?”
raferring to  the cowlick area.?”” "No. " "This is not?" " No, "
both Drs. Humes and Boswell, the autopsists, replied. Who should
know better than they?

"Then this is +the entrance wound. The one down by the
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margin of the hairv in the back?” “Yes, sir.” “@ell, in terms of
the inshoot, wy impression when I first looked at those films
was that the inshoot was higher,” Dr. Davis said. "No, no,
that's no  wouwnd,” Dr. Humes said, pointing to the newly
discovered apparsent bullet hole in the cowlick area.” The
autopsists continually repsat this denunciation.

How could the head wounds Cand back wounds? move? The front
page storises in 1963 asked! How could the Fresident be shot from
in fromt from behind???

Later on, discussion was silenced by Dr. Loguvam: I donm't
think this discussion belongs in  this record ... We have no
business recovrding this, ... This is for us to decide between
aurselves; I don’'t think this belongs on this record. 00"

Br. Humes attempted to go on and was again interrupted; 71

don’t think this belongs on the damn record. .. .¥You guys are nuts
writing this stuff. It doesn’t belong in that dasn record.” What
was it? It’s not in the damn record. \

When Humes came ouwt of the room, he told George Lardner,
Jvo o oof the Washington Fost “They had their chance, and they blew
it., They didn’t ask the right guestions. e

On February 5, 1932, co-—author Livingstone spoke to both

Dr. James J. Humes, and Dr. J. Thornton Boswell, the U. S, naval

officers who conducted the auwtopsy in the death of Fresident

L€

Kennedy on the evening of November 22, 136

To the author’s knowledge, no—-ong  has  ever been  able to



interview these doctors as to specific detzils of evidence in
the case, due to the threat of cowurts-martial laid on the
doctors by the Mavy, or other forms of intimidation. The authors
are alsz investigating the death by gunshot of Lt. Cmadr. William
Eruce Fitzer, who was found dead in his office at Bethesda Naval
Hospital on October 23, 1966, We believe, (along with his
family? that Bruce Pitrer was murdered. The authors believe that
Fitzer was muwrdersed as part of the coverup in the death of
Fresident Kemnedy, and that his death in Bethesda Hospital was
maant as a warning to other witnesses in  that hospital. His
family was told that his death was a suicide, which seems
completely unlikely for many reasons ouwtlined by his family.
Mevertheless, the authors were able to obtain a small piece
2f very important information  from the autopsy doctors. After
refreshing Df. Boswell’'s memory as to the placemsnt  in the
autopsy report of the entry wound at or near the occipital
protubsrance at the back of the head, and tth describing the
fact that when the alleged autopsy photos and X-rays were
examined sometime later by the Clark Panel of doctors, they
found that the entry wound had moved some four to five inches Qp
on the head to the cowlick arvea, Dr. Boswell stated oguickly and
emphatically:! "It didn’t move!” This is the same position both

e and Dr. Humes insisted uwpon to the pansel of doctors who

interviewed them for the House Assassinations Committes, when

both doctors insisted that the photos and X—-rays  oid not show
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the entry wournd remotely near where they saw it.

Or. Boswell repeated this twice more during a comtinuing
presentation of those facts by the author. That makes a total of(
three reaffirmations that the  entry wound was low down on the
head near the hairline.

But when the author then attempted to ask if there was in
fact a large hole in the head where the entry wound now shows in
the alleged photos of the body, the doctor would not answer, and
terminated the discussion. Both doctors bung up 25 soon as they
could when this crucial gquestion was broached with them.

Dr. Boswell described the wmorgue where the autopsy was
conducted. When asked about the death of Fitzer in the hospital,
both doctors became hostile. “What business is that of yours?”
Dr. Humes demandad. Years ago, the auwthor had spoken with Dr.
Humes on two occasions, once for  about an  howur and  once for a
half an  hour. During all that time, Dr. Humes would not discuss

a single issue of fact. \

L
”2> S;bneu! = most recent discussion, Dr. Humes stated "We have

nothing to hide. G2 shead and call Dr. Boswell. He has nothing
to hide. He is  in the ‘Washington phone book . ” Monents latef,
whan asked whether or not there was a large hole in the back of
the head, Dr. Humes became hostile, and said “What business is
it of yours?” Later he said, "I'm sorry, I can’t discuss this
with you. These things don't concern you.”

The clear impression was that this evidence was U.3. Navy
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business, and that it was not anyone’'s right to know. It is
everybody’s business. The author felt a steel door slamming stut
at those key points in the conversations; he had come face to
face with what The Nsw York Times has called “The Inner
Government . ” Boswell said, I can’t talk about it” or 71 den’t
rememer.” Dr. Boswell cowld recall very precisely and give a
description of the morgue where the autopsy was conducted, but
he could not remember  whevre the large hole in the Fresident's
head was and what it looked like.

oswell  also said  that Pitzer was not  present at the
autopsy (he is not on the list of those officially present),
despite several reports that he was not only there but filmed

the autopsy. Since he worked in  the hospital and was &

cameraman, it seems logical that he might have walked in during  —

the awtopsy.

The overall impression in speaking with  these doctors over
the years is that they are covering up. It is nFt Just that they
ware ordered a long time ago not to talk about the case, but if
the government had nothing  to hide with regard to the autopsy,
they would not refuse to “discuds a simple point  of evidence
concerning the condition of the back of the head.

In the past, the authors have tried to give these doctors
the benefit of the douwbt, but their position seewms Mighly
questionable. It is clear that something of major importance is

being hidden. Since the auwthors believe that what the doctors
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did of fer by way of evidence is important encugh, we felt that
it wasn't worthwhile to criticize thesse men. On  balance, it is
clear that the crimes of murder and obstruction of justice ware
commitied within the jurisdiction of the states of Maryland and
Texas, and that these doctors are participating in an illegal
cover-up. The Federal government does not now have and never has
had jurisdiction in the case, but they usurped these matters.
For instance, Cmdr. Pitzer may have actually been murdered
elsewherse and brought into Bethesda where fe was found dead to
make it far more difficuwlt for the Maryland authorities to
investigate his murder, even thouwgh they have jurisdiction over
crimes committed on Federal property and military bases within
Maryland. The fact that Pitzer’'s autopsy report has never beé;—
released to his widow and family indicates that another nurder
has been coveved uwp.
The ruqih questons

What were the right guestions which shoulF have been asked
of the autopsists? “Where, exactly, was the large exit derfect in
the head? LId you Find a whole bullet? Oid you noate 3 large
bullet fragment imbedded on the outside of the skull near the
alleged entry hole shown in the present X-rays and photos, or
another large bullet fragment behind the forshead inside the
skwll? Were thare two large exit defects? Cowld a bullet have
entered the hole on the right forward side of the head and blown

out the back of the head? Was there any scalp in the back of the
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head which could have been pulled down to make this picture? Why
Jdid vour reﬁort state that the entrance hole was slightly above
the occipital protubsrance when you now state that It was
slightly below It? Did youw make a mistake, or was your report
altered? Did anyone tell yvou what to write? Why was the word
‘punciure’ changsd to lacerated’ In several places in the
handwritten copy of your reporé? Was the brain severed from its
root? How  many entry  wounds did you seef? Exactly where was the
wournd in  the back and how dJdeep did 1t gof Was there another
wound of  entry In  the front of the head or in the left eyve or
temple? What doss Or. Boswell’s drawimg of an  apparent wournd
there mean? Why oo you think the auwtopsy photographs are
inaccurate? Did the large hole Iin the rear of the head cover the
cowlick area, where we now s8e an apparent entry wound?#

It wasn’'t in the damn vecord.



