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Desr Howard,

I gave your ¥il trans s hesty reading while eating breskfast. Again,
this is really significant stuff and y-u are doing besutifully, Howevsr, I would
givs you a custion on his conjoctures about the shooting, shooter, etc. It is but
conjecture and is based on erroneous rew meterials (i.e., how cramped the shooter
was and how tuat nelped), Here I think whatever Vick would tell you wouldbve much
mors dependable, for Uick does huve the shooting knowledge and does know the
eircumstences as we can know them, :

In the srriking of s major blood vessel I think you hsve significence.
One is that tus sutorsy 1s supposed to show the couse of death where there 1s
more tisn a single wound, esch having the possibility #f coming from a different
shonter. This seems to open the wuesplon, would the so-cslled non-fatal wound in
itself heve been fatel? If tonie hed been the cese, tus autopsy should hsve shown
tals, et least to tle degrae possible. That much any pathologist nesd to know,
whether or not sldlled in forensies.

At the bottom of page one you are in error is seying the gragments
were in the neck. I em pretty certein lower.

Page 2, I womder about tbe brevity nere where he says no fragments
could have ccme fro. tue bese, I $hink they didn't, but before you use thig, I
sugzest you learn from Dick whether, had $he bullet tumbled in soft tissue 1%t
could have lost fragments with toe rear end hitting bone., I do not for one min ute
think this hapyened, but you here sre dssling with poseibilities only.

In the middle of tils psge, where he sesys a scfter projectile might
lesve little metellic residues, Dick and I both believs such a bullet was used.

Beginring on page 3, wheare ynu tall of the posslbility of two rlmost
gimulteneous head shots, there ers several things the mesning of wiich I do not
pretend to be offering about which I esutiecn you, First, there iz a =lids mis-
sing earlier, I btelieve 284, with 283 dquplicated insteamd. Then, in tue slides at
the Archives, I do not reesll whether in the publishsd onee, st about 317 there is
a wrong one, ons tiat ls aprroximately in the 280 plues sequence. Also, he waes
telking about the head slone movingk backward end I think 1% was toe entire upper
torso, which is not the same thing. The head does spin, but not repidly, and i is
toward toe left, as he was sitting. Clos: exeminetion of the slides will show thie,
You can =ee ths taek of the nrek (2nd no bload on 1t or the shirt). I slso belleve
tuat et about where thers is tuis missing slide, close exsmiration of the movie
shows & short, sharp forward motion, not ss violsht az at 313.

Cn page 5 i1z what fescinates me. You have only a brief exeerpt, on the
removal nf some of the materisls, Heve you eny mors on this? A single word could
interest me much, If you do not, whenever you ere again in touch (pleesse be care-
ful not to bother him when he is busy) esk him if he cen 2dd anythingz. If this is
trus, it closely coincides with octher thinge snd it could be very importent.

Hastily,

ccDick F



