M. O. Perry, M. D.
5343 Harry Hines

#”Dallas 35, Texas
April 30, 1964

Mrs. Mark E, Martin
Hominy
Oldahoma ' '

Dear Mrs, Martin: f

It has been fay custom to ignore speculative letters which have besn
received by me. I think, however, that the enclosure which you for-
warded to me Is dangerous and is based on so many half-truths, mis-
quotes, uniounded assumptions, and ocbvicus falsehoods, that a reply

is deserved. I could take the time to point by point destroy the entire
enclosure since there is so little truth in it and so many false assarn-
tions. As you are aware, I probably have more information in regerd
to the wounds to which you refer than anyone.

Brieily, I would indicate to you initially that the information depictad in
the press is for the most part fragmentary, out-of-context, and generally
inaccurate. Anyone with éxperience in dealing with the public and with
the press is aware of frequent, accidental misrepresentations of fact.

I would, however, take the tlme now to point out to you the falscacss o
several assumptions presented in the enclosure. As I noted earlicr, I "
only do this because I think that this dissertation of yours is herwmiul to :
our country, to its citizens, to the Government, and to the resporsible

people closely involved in those tragic events of November, . '
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To point of fact, there was no mention of 2 hematoma stopping tac flow

of blood; there was no bullet on the President's cart; no  doctor indicated
that any wounds inspected were clearly identifiable as cither an entrance
or cxit one, Similarly, no doctor reporied that there was a bullet lejt

in the body. It is obvious that you are not famillar with emergency Dro-
cedures, or you would realize that direction or attention to those methods
which may be life'saving is necessary prior to any rorbld examination.
Additionally, the reference you made to a leak from the autopsy report

is unfounded, untrue, and clearly without any purpose, since it is grossly.
inazccurate, and does: not depict in any way phrases or conclusions of the
true report, -« :

As I noted ecazlier in this letter, this i & depaviure fram &Y ¢ddium in
replying to such a collection of inaceuracies, but I would submit to you
that such a demonstration of irrgs;nons'ibilit'j based on half-trutis and
raisconceptions can only produce harmiul speculation and unwarranied
conclusions. I sincerely hope that you will remember that this dis-
cussion is about a President, and should he conducted with honor and
dignity as befits his station’ Knowing these facts, I trust that you will
mzke a sober reappraisal of whatever motivated you to publish such 2
document, B

Sincerealy,

b3

M. O. Perry, M, D,

MOP/reca _ R _J ) : " _‘ .
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Part 1

The following is the first of a three-part discussion of the wounds
received by Presideat Kennedy and Governor Comnally, November 22,

1963,
Bullet 71

We are told tﬁe first shot struck the Presidont in the upper-right
fleshy back and that there was no demage to any vital organ, Tha
bullet penetrated two to threa inches.

We are told a hematoma formed behind this bullet stopping the blood
flow. Since there was no blood flow, no steining of clothing, it
did not occur to Paridland doctors to inspeet tho President's backe-
orca while removing hie brace; hie vndarshirt, him shirty ahd coab,
A hematoma, therefore, explaina away the lack of bloed while at

the same timo exploining away the doctors neglect which otherwize
might be unexplainable,.

&

However, a hematoma restricting blood-flow to this extent would also
restrict the back-drop of a bullet! Yet, we arc told the first
bullet fell downward ocut of the Presideat's back and onto "a'f
stretcher on which the:President was placod before entry into
Parkland's Emergency Room #L.

But, il the bullet fell free, so would the blood! The authoritics
cannot have it both waya. They cannot have a froe-fallinz bullet
and a blood-stopping, stainless hematonal

We are familiar with emergency rocm procedure. In emergencies
doctors are trained to make decisions regarding bullet woundc.
¥hile the patient lives and the bullet's entry path has been re-
marked, it is mandatory to locate either the bullet's path of
exit or to conclude the bullet retained. On such automstic emer—
gency room methods, 1i1i depends. Tour doctors in Emergency Room
#1 concluded President Kennedy had been struck in the front of the
throat by a bullet. One doctor (who claimed familiarity with
bullet wounds) said flatly: "It was an eatry wound." Two other
doctors announced to reporters that the President had left their
care with a bullet wound in his head, a bullet entry wound in the
front of hic throat, and a bullet retained in his chest!
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The doctora had seen what they considerod to ba a bullet entry-wound
in the front of the Precident's throat. This conclusion on their
part was innocent. It was made sincerely and with no malicious
intent. It was not mado promiscuously. This added commont by

the doctors that the President had left their charge bearing in
hia body a retained bullet was not medical embroidery! It was

a logical decleration based on emargency room proccdie ac sound
as the medicol professicn ltself. The doctors assumed tho wound
in the throat to be an entry weund. It was imperativa, therefora,
for them to make a decision concerning the possible terminal
location of this bullet. Had it left tho President'c body? Yas
it retained? If so, was its presence inimical to 1ifo? ‘hile
life remains and doctors fight for that 1life, such quostions must
ba answered because on them depends the life of the pationt,

Therefore, in order to meke a dofinitive statoment (as the dectors
did) that the President had left their care with a bulle: ctill
embodded in his chest, the doctors had to bo convinced in thaiyr
own minds that they had to the bhest of their abiliiy searched his
body for an exit pattera to what they velieved to ce tha eatry
pattern of a bullet into the front of %tho Precident's tarcat! To

_ imagine otherwise is to slander the Parkland docters.

. ) _ The Zapruder Film

The fact of the first shot must be considered from the evidence of
the Zapruder film. The Presidont's hands clutch his chost and
throats This is not the acticn of & man siruck in the back. Nor
does the President meke a souwnd or a further definitive movement.
Although a vigorous man (sustaining, we are told, only a mild flesh
wound in the upper back), he makes no gesture towards saving
either Mrs. Kennedy or himself in the ensuing critical seconds
between the first shot and the third shot considerad tha fatal
ones ¥Yet, Governor Connally siruck eritically in the baclk, lung,
and cheat, finds time and strength to cry out: "y Codl They aro
going to kill us cll," before falling back into a positieca of
ralative safety.

(Xt 1y important to connidor monentarily thoe fragmentation of tho
Srd chot oald by authorities to be the fatal one. The looked
autopsy report from Bethesda, Md.,, Naval Hospital states that

this bullet which struck the Fresident in the head fragmented,

a piece flylng through Mr, Kennedy's throct making the throat

wound later remariced by the Parkland doctors. Howvever, photographa
do not lie, and the Zapruder film shows us that Mr. Kemnedy clutched
at his chest and throat at the timo of the first shot, not at the
time of the third shot!)

Plainly, the first shot immobilized the Prosident as it penotrated
his windpipe. Bota Urs. Kennedy and .. Connally have said he

wade no sownc. The penetrotvic.. of this wvital orpen prgvented both
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action and opeech on his part.

Chrome Deflection

Wo must consider why shot #1 did not wenetrate the Presidont's tedy
as shot #2 did Governor Connally's body. Shot #1 was Tired - ramber
of yards gloserr to the alleged assassin's roest thon was chot 2%
yat, it ogenctrated oaly two to ihree inches and did =aot fliany ths
Presidont forvard with its impact~——rather (according to the Zopruder
film), it flung the President sidoways end back! %o are told by
authoritative sources that shot #1 Anficcted firsh azainst the
chromium plate of the presidentisl 1irsusing, thereby losing impact-
pover. Unfortunately, the presidential limousine was imzediately
renovated at the Ford Hotor Plant, Dsarbora, Michaizan, under tight

Security wraps. HNo chrome plating (damazod or otherwise) was -

forwarded from this address %o the Warrea Commission ailthcuzh this

-body has been instructod by President Johnson to inspect all evidence

concorndng the Kennedy ascassination.

In accordance with this, we are told that bullet #l (uo% found in the
presidential limousine, not found in the President's body, but founé
loose on "a" stretcher in Parklond Hospital) 4s the only bullet of the
three which is uniquely identifiable.with tho rifle Townd ir the
Texas Schoolbook Building. (Bullet #2 and #3 are said to be shattered

beyond unique identification.)

But, it is our contention that i1f the bullet deflected against the
chrome before striking the President, it, too, must bo damaged,

and, therefore, not unicuely identifisble. However, if the bullet

did not strike the chreme and is not damaged, why did it not

renetrate the President's body as bullet #2 did when it struck the body
of Governor Connally?

Can the authoritics continue to have evorything twe vays?

Mrs, Mark E, Martin and Children
Hominy, Oklahoma
L/7/64
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