
W :yne Oirdth 
12200 Candle Light Circle 
Fort 1Jashington, 	20744 

Dear Wayne, 

Uood letter to tiv2 Post. Thank n for =Wig it. 

7/16/97 

With regard to what you say about Connally lot me add a little. 

J99 could not have caused the dingo to the wris!;, as it in detail in 

NINER AULTH! 

All the doctors Spector questioned stated t hat theory of his was not possible. 

As you'll 300 in Whitewash, he substituted an imaginary bYllet and in the Report 

treated what they said about that imaginary bullet as testimony about 399! 

There rothiined two fragmAlts in Connally, not the ono in the thigh only. 

There was one in the chest. j-ts size can be approximated from, the X-ray. My 

interview with Perry is in Post Morten. lie was quite explicit in telling me that 

no bullet entered 	thigh. ha said it was a thin fragment from the hole 
//1 

it loft and from the A.-ray and that it went 3/14 inches Dust under the sidn. 

What you say poems to say that there was one only who shot at Connally. While 

we do cot know how many, it had to be more than one. 

I print two staff memos on Warren's first conferonceilith his staff, those 

of Willens and of Eisenberg. The Eisenberg memo makes it clear that Warren told 

them ho had to say there was no conspiracy and would, that he took the job be-

cause if he did not as many an 40;000,000 million could lose their lives. Wil-

lens makes no mention of th is. Whitewash IV, pp 24-5. 

Please allow yourself enough time when you come to copy what the published 

did not want to use in an apendix and what I expect ed ...esar to use in a press 

conference on NEVER. AGAIN! because travel in dangerous for me. There is no 

doubt at all that there was an immediate conspiracy hot to investigate the crime 

as soon as Oswald was killed. I de not suggest any connection and do riot believe 

there was one. only that there would be no trial, which was all they needed to 

be Boirly safe?i.n thin conspiracy. 

I expect no reaction to what I sent Rosenfeld. I hope it may get him to 

ihi( a bit as ho hasn't, if that can do any good. 

Pleat, / 

L-6 «i  
1 stir  



July 5, 1997 

Letters to the Editor 
The Washington Post 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Editor: 

The article by George Lardner in the July 3 edition of The Post reports 
that Gerald R. Ford, while a member of the Warren Commission, 
suggested that the description of one of President Kennedy's wounds be 
changed to place it in the back of the neck rather than at the level of the 
third thoracic vertebra, where the death certificate signed by Admiral 
George Burkley, the President's personal physician, had placed it and 
where all the official evidence coming out of the autopsy room the night of 
the assassination had indicated it to be. The article does not, however, 
comment on the implications of the fact that Ford made such a suggesti n 
and that it was acted upon: The Warren Commission's purpose was not o 
search objectively for the truth, but, rather, to make the evidence fir a 
preconceived "lone assassin" explanation -- even if the evidenc'e'had to be 
fabricated. 

Why did the position of the wound have to be changed? Let us review the 
facts. The Warren Commission acknowledged that there would only have 
been time for Oswald to get off three shots with the old bolt-action 
Mannlicher-Carcano rifle he was supposedly using. One bullet hit the 
President in the head. Another missed and was observed to strike a curb in 
front of the car. That only left one bullet to strike the President from 
behind, exit his body, strike and pass through Governor Connally's upper 
torso, shatter the Governor's wrist and embed itself in his thigh. The 
Warren Commission therefore came up with the magic bullet theory, a 
bullet which was supposed to have done just that. The problem was that if 
as the Warren Commission asserted. the bullet was fired by Oswald from  



the sixth floor, it would have entered on a downward trajectory, and if it 
struck the President at the level of the third thoracic vertebra, some six 
inches below  the wound in the throat, there is no way it could have done a 
90 degree turn, exited the throat and struck Conrilly. Yet, not only the 
death certificate, but the autopsy diagram prepared by the autopsists 
themselves and certified by Admiral Burkley, placed it at the level of the 
third toracic vertebra, not at the base of the neck. The report prepared by 
the two FBI agents who were in the autopsy room that night also indicated 
the bullet wound to have been some six inches down in the back. And the 
bullet holes in the President's clothing are there also, in the back, not in the 
area of the neck. The Commission simply ignored all that. 

And what of the autopsy report prepared that night? What did it say? We 
will never know. According to the autopsists themselves, they destroyed it, 
along with all their autopsy notes. We can imagine, however, that if it was 
consistent with their autopsy diagram, it too placed the wound near the 
third thoracic vertebra. That, one must assume, is why it had to be 
destroyed. What then appears in the Warren Commission report was 
written subsequently, and obviously, as Ford suggested, doctored to fit the 
magic bullet theory. 

Try as they will, supporters of the Warren Commission cannoc. .rnake the 
facts fit the theory. According to the official evidence (as opposed to the 
unsubstantiated and preconceived conclusions of the Warren Commission) , 
no bullet struck the President in the back of the neck. No bullet exited the 
throat and struck Connally. Thus, it had to be someone else firing from 
behind who shot Connally. And if the wound in the throat was not an exit 
wound, then clearly it was one of entry, which is what the doctors in Dallas 
said to begin with. In other words, there had to be still a third person 
firing from in front. 

None of this tells us who the gunmen were or the identity of those who 
gave the orders and were ultimately responsible for the President's death. 
But it does make it crystal clear that the Warren Commission was not only 
wrong, it was deliberately so. Which leaves us with the profound and 



disturbing question: Why did the Warren Commission so doggedly hide the 
true facts? 

Sincerely, 

Dr. ayne S. Smith 
Johns 	pkins University 

Latin American Studies 
312 Gilman Hall 
Johns Hopkins University 
3400 No. Charles St. 
Baltimore, MD 21218 

Tel (410) 516-5558 
Fax (410) 516-7586 

I am also a member of the Coalition on Political AssassinationS" 


