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C
om

parisons: (1) B
ullet w

h
ich

 in
flicte

d
 th

e
 w

o
u

n
d

s in
 P

resid
en

t 
K

ennedy's u
p

p
e

r h
o

c
* 

a
n
d
 th

ro
a
t a

n
d
 a

n
 o

f G
o

v
e
rn

o
r C

o
n

-
n

alty's w
o

u
n

d
s; (2

) tw
o

 te
st b

u
lle

ts fire
d

 in
to

 co
tto

n
 w

ad
d

in
g

: 
(3) one fired into an

 anim
al carcass to sim

u
late C

o
n

n
ally's ch

est 
w

ound: (4) one fired th
ro

u
g

h
 a cad

aver's w
rist to

 sim
u

late C
o

n
-

n
a

lly
's

 w
ris

t w
o

u
n

d
; (5) one re

c
o

v
e
re

d
 fro

m
 M

a
i. G

e
n

. E
d
w

in
 

A
. W

a
lk

e
r's

 D
a

lla
s

 re
s

id
e

n
c

e
 a

fte
r 

a
n

 A
p

ril 1
9
6
3
 a

tte
m

p
t 

on 
h

is
 life

. A
ll te

s
t b

u
lle

ts
 w

e
re

 fire
d

 fro
m

 O
s
w

a
ld

's
 M

a
n

n
lic

h
e
r-

G
a

rc
o

n
° rifle

. A
n

d
 the other tw

o? 

U
n

co
m

fo
rta

b
le d

o
u

b
ts 

It sh
o
u
ld

 b
e
 o

b
vio

u
s th

a
t 

th
e

 c
ritic

s
 [o

f th
e

 W
a

rre
n

 
R

e
p

o
rt) ("T

h
e
 a

ssa
ssin

a
tio

n
 

th
a
t w

ill n
o
t d

ie
" b

y
 J

a
m

e
s
 

R
. P

helan, N
ov. 23) now

 con-
s
titu

te
 a

 s
o
rt o

f g
ra

s
s
ro

o
ts

 
m

o
ve

m
e
n
t o

f th
e
 A

m
e
rica

n
 

p
e
o
p
le

. A
s w

e
 b

e
co

m
e
 m

o
re

 
a

w
a

re
 o

f th
e

 c
o

n
tra

d
ic

to
ry

 
fa

cts o
f th

e
 [K

e
n
n
e
d
y] ca

se
 

(m
a
n
y
 o

f w
h
ic

h
 P

h
e
la

n
 d

id
 

n
o
t e

ve
n
 m

e
n
tio

n
), o

f th
e
 im

-
p

la
u

sib
le

 co
n

clu
sio

n
s d

ra
w

n
 

b
y th

e
 o

fficia
l in

ve
stig

a
to

rs, 
, o

f th
e
 visu

a
l e

vid
e
n
ce

 o
f th

e
 

Z
a

p
ru

d
e

r film
, d

issa
tisfa

ctio
n

 
w

ith
 th

e
 W

a
rre

n
 R

e
p

o
rt n

a
t-

u
ra

lly g
ro

w
s. It is n

o
t a

 q
u
e
s-

tio
n
 o

f o
u
r b

e
in

g
 p

re
y to

 th
e
 

absurd theories and irrespon-
sib

le
 p

o
le

m
ics o

f th
e
 critics. 

M
o

st o
f u

s ca
n
n

o
t o

ffe
r a

lte
r-

n
a

tiv
e

 in
te

rp
re

ta
tio

n
s
, b

u
t 

sim
p
ly h

a
ve

 th
e
 u

n
co

m
fo

rt-
a
b
le

 fe
e
lin

g
 th

a
t w

e
 d

o
 n

o
t 

k
n

o
w

 th
e

 w
h

o
le

 tru
th

 a
n

d
 

th
a

t th
e

 W
a

rre
n

 C
o

m
m

issio
n

 
h
a
s b

e
e
n
 g

u
ilty o

f w
h
a
t P

h
e
-

la
n
 ch

a
rg

e
s th

e
 critics [w

ith
): 

"P
re

se
n
ta

tio
n
 o

f th
e
o
ry a

s ... 
fa

ct, a
n

d
 stra

in
in

g
 a

fte
r co

n
-

clusions that violate evidence, 
logic and com

m
on sense." 

K
R

IS
TIN

 W
. H

E
N

R
Y

 
A

n
n

 A
rb

o
r, M

ich
. 

B
u

llet p
ro

o
f?

 
T

he N
ew

 Y
ork T

im
es's prej-

udices and biases concerning 
th

e
 W

a
rre

n
 C

o
m

m
issio

n
 R

e
-

p
o

rt a
re

 s
o

 o
b

v
io

u
s
 a

s
 to

 
m

a
ke

 a
n
y re

a
so

n
a
b
ly in

te
l-

ligent and objective individual 
q
u
ickly re

co
g
n
ize

 Ja
m

e
s R

. 
P

h
e

la
n

's
 a

rtic
le

 fo
r w

h
a

t it 
is, n

a
m

e
ly, th

e
 la

te
st w

h
ite

-
w

a
sh

 a
tte

m
p

t in
 a

 lo
n

g
-co

n
-

tin
u

in
g

 se
rie

s o
f d

e
lib

e
ra

te
 

co
ve

r-u
p

s b
y W

a
rre

n
 C

o
m

-
m

ission defenders, apologists, 
other G

overnm
ent sycophants, 

a
n

d
 s

o
m

e
 m

e
m

b
e

rs
 o

f th
e

 
new

s m
edia. 

M
r. P

h
e
la

n
 h

a
d
 h

is
 m

in
d
 

m
ade up about the m

ajor alle-
g
a

tio
n
s a

n
d

 co
n

clu
sio

n
s o

f 
h
is a

rticle
 fro

m
 th

e
 ve

ry b
e
-

g
in

n
in

g
, a

n
d

 h
is m

a
jo

r p
u

r-
p

o
se

 w
a

s to
 vicio

u
sly a

tta
ck 

a
n

d
 ca

stig
a

te
 W

a
rre

n
 C

o
m

-
m

is
s
io

n
 c

ritic
s
. H

is
 a

rtic
le

 
d
o
e
s n

o
t d

iscu
ss th

e
 m

a
n
y 

a
re

a
s
 o

f q
u
ite

 re
a
s
o
n
a
b
le

 
d
o
u
b
t th

a
t h

a
d
 b

e
e
n
 ra

ise
d
 

b
y m

a
n
y in

te
llig

e
n
t, sin

ce
re

 
in

d
ivid

u
a

ls a
b

o
u

t va
rio

u
s a

s-
pects of the J.F

.K
. assassina-

tion and the subsequent inves-
tig

a
tio

n
. R

a
th

e
r, it b

e
g
in

s
 

w
ith

 a
 se

rie
s o

f sta
te

m
e
n
ts 

th
a
t s

e
t fo

rth
 c

o
n
c
lu

s
io

n
s
 

d
ra

w
n

 b
y th

e
 W

a
rre

n
 C

o
rn

- 

m
issio

n
 w

ith
o
u
t a

n
y a

tte
m

p
t 

to challenge the thoroughness 
and accuracy of those conclu-
sions. F

or exam
ple, he states 

th
a
t "th

e
 th

re
e
 d

o
cto

rs w
h
o
 

p
e
rfo

rm
e
d
 th

e
 a

u
to

p
s
y
 o

n
 

K
ennedy testified that the tw

o 
sh

o
ts th

a
t h

it h
im

 ca
m

e
 fro

m
 

b
e
h
in

d
 a

n
d
 a

b
o
ve

 h
im

—
fro

m
 

th
e

 d
ire

ctio
n

 o
f th

e
 B

o
o

k D
e-

p
o

sito
ry." 

T
hose pathologists 

co
m

p
le

te
ly m

isse
d

 th
e

 p
re

s-
e
n
c
e
 o

f a
 b

u
lle

t h
o
le

 in
 th

e
 

P
re

sid
e

n
t's th

ro
a

t a
t th

e
 tim

e
 

th
e
y p

e
rfo

rm
e
d
 th

e
 a

u
to

p
sy, 

a
n
d
 th

e
y n

e
ve

r d
isse

cte
d
 th

e
 

b
u

lle
t tra

ck th
ro

u
g

h
 th

e
 P

re
s-

id
e
n
t's b

o
d
y. H

o
w

 ca
n
 th

e
ir 

sta
te

m
e
n
ts b

e
 a

ffo
rd

e
d
 th

e
 

d
ig

n
ity o

f a
 fin

a
l u

n
a
ssa

ila
b
le

 
m

edical conclusion? 

I sp
e
n
t se

ve
ra

l h
o
u
rs

 w
ith

 
M

r. P
helan in num

erous phone 
c
a

lls
 a

n
d

 I a
ls

o
 s

e
n

t h
im

 
va

rio
u
s m

a
te

ria
ls, in

clu
d
in

g
 

p
h

o
to

g
ra

p
h

s w
ith

 ca
p

tio
n

s. 
T

h
e
 T

im
e
s h

a
d
 ro

o
m

 in
 its 

a
rtic

le
 fo

r a
ll k

in
d

s
 o

f p
ic

-
tu

re
s, b

u
t it ra

n
 o

u
t o

f sp
a
ce

 
w

h
e
n
 it ca

m
e
 tim

e
 to

 re
p
rin

t 
th

e
 co

m
p
o
site

 b
u
lle

t p
h
o
to

 
[see below

] w
hich clearly dem

-
o

n
s
tra

te
s
 th

a
t th

e
 s

in
g

le
-

b
u

lle
t th

e
o

ry
 is

 a
 fo

re
n

s
ic

 
scie

n
tific fa

rce
. A

n
d

 ye
t M

r. 
P

h
e
la

n
 h

a
s th

e
 a

u
d
a
city to

 
w

rite: "D
r. W

echt em
phasizes 

th
a

t p
o

in
t in

 a
rg

u
in

g
 th

a
t th

e
 

s
in

g
le

-b
u
lle

t th
e
o
ry

 is
 u

n
-

tenable. F
or the bullet to have 

su
ffe

re
d
 so

 little
 d

a
m

a
g
e
 is 

im
p

ro
b

a
b

le
. B

u
t it is n

o
t im

- 

possible." It is im
possible, and 

th
e
 co

m
p
o
site

 p
h
o
to

 w
ith

 th
e
 

ca
p
tio

n
 d

a
ta

 th
a
t I se

n
t h

im
 

w
ould have dem

onstrated that 
.s _

p
o

in
t to

 y
o

u
r re

a
d

e
rs

. O
f 

co
u
rse

, th
a
t is w

h
y th

e
 W

a
r-

ren C
om

m
ission m

em
bers and 

sta
ff w

h
o

 w
e

re
 a

w
a

re
 o

f th
e

 
fin

d
in

g
s d

e
p
icte

d
 in

 th
is co

m
-

p
o

site
 p

h
o

to
 in

 1
9

6
4

, a
n

d
 M

r. 
P

h
e
la

n
 in

 h
is jo

u
rn

a
listic re

-
se

a
rch

 a
n
d
 in

ve
stig

a
tio

n
 fo

r 
th

is a
rticle

, o
b
vio

u
sly h

a
d
 to

 
ig

n
o

re
 it in

 o
rd

e
r to

 m
a

in
ta

in
 

th
e
 cre

d
ib

ility o
f th

e
 sin

g
le

-
b

u
lle

t th
e

o
ry. 

C
ant. H

. W
E

C
H

T
, M

.D
., J.D

. 
C

oroner, C
ounty of A

llegheny 
P

ittsburgh 

Jam
es P

helan replies: 
D

r. W
e
ch

t's le
tte

r fo
llo

w
s 

a syndrom
e m

any of the W
ar-

ren critics display; if one does 
n
o
t a

g
re

e
 w

ith
 th

e
ir p

a
ssio

n
-

a
te

ly h
e

ld
 b

e
lie

fs, o
n

e
 m

u
st 

b
e

 p
a

rt o
f a

 co
n

sp
ira

cy. H
e

 
d

o
e

s n
o

t fa
u

lt th
e

 a
ccu

ra
cy 

o
f m

y a
rticle

 b
u

t sim
p

ly im
-

p
u

g
n

s m
y m

o
tive

s. H
is re

je
c-

tion of the single-bullet th
e

o
ry

 
is w

id
e

ly kn
o

w
n

 a
n

d
 q

u
o

te
d

. 
I d

id
 n

o
t "d

ism
iss" h

is o
p
in

io
n
 

b
u

t su
m

m
a

rize
d

 it a
n

d
 p

o
in

t-
ed out that Jacob C

ohen, exam
-

in
in

g
 th

e
 sa

m
e

 p
h

o
to

g
ra

p
h

s, 
ca

m
e
 to

 a
n
 o

p
p
o
sin

g
 co

n
clu

-
s
io

n
. I a

m
 n

o
t irre

v
o
c
a
b
ly

 
convinced that either is neces-
sa

rily rig
h

t 
■
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