Beginning the midfle of pege 181 THITEVASH hss e lenszthy discussion of the

photographs and Areys as en essentisl yzxk but missing part if the autopsy examinatin.
7ith sll the toe-meny existing questions sbout the sutopsy, it seys, "Tith this

elaboraste photogrsphic record, why should there ever have been any questions about

the exact location of 'dme each of the vounds:" It points out the photographis evidence
L4 b '
wes notxthe somiission's evidence, whers it should have been - mist havz been. It then
guotes the testimony of the autopsy doctors in which the?prﬂctically_ beg for the
use of these photographs and Xrsys, ssyinog they are "routine". it further niotes the
doctors as lmowing they would not have access to these essentisl pieces of evidence
S wbititn tim

end their Tesest to STtist's repres-ntstions as the dubious basis of their testimony.

Then, in mimxfebrusry 1965, slmost two yesrs ago, I asked why what lawyers
esll "best svidsnce", wes not good enough for the sutdpsy rzport on o President of
the United States and for the ‘‘sport on the offieial investigstion of his assassinstbn.
Stnee then, for this is not s new nuestion, it has be-n unsnswered.

U2spite mors polite desimstion usually aprli=d, this 2mounts to suvpression.
Unfortunstely, it is not the only suprressisn of what involves no legitimz=te question
of nationel security in the ordinary sense, or of go-d taste or the protection of in-

forments. I have from ¥ebrusry 1965 czlled szt-ention to others. For exemple, spectro-

grephic exeminati-n of the whole bullet snd vsrious frogments, discussed at same
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length in "HITE TASH beginning on pege 161 »nd in the zoneclubions. The spectrogravhic
: A :

anslysis is not in the record of the Com~ission. 1t is not in the bibliograephy of
the Commission's files in the archive, The bullet and th: fregments snd the various
test bullets hseve not hitherto been in ths srchive. Unles: they ere accompsnied by
a publicly-svailable '@ spectrographic analysis, tran:z;farring the storsge of these
importent pieces of elements from one department to another hss no meaning other

than 2 continustion of what amounts to deception.

The spectrogravher was the lsst itness before ths Comnissicn. %B apnesred 8
weak befors its R=port. He was not asked about his spectrogruphic examinstions oqﬁthe

bullet and the fragments.



This is a fetel defect in the evidence._zj smounts to suppression.
“y demand thet this evidence be made public zoes back to Yebruary 1965,

In & letter toJ. «dgar Ho ver of lisy 23 of this yesar, before sny of ke

other books wers published snd efore o0y mEXIRE others made such demsn 3 to the
// =

best of my knowledgefﬁf called & numbar of defects in the FBI's reports and testimony

to Mr. Hoover's sttention. Hg hes not yet responded. Perhops an excerpt fpom this
letter is now in order:
"In his testimony before the Commission, ¥BI Agent Robert i, Frazier did not of fer
into evidence the spectrogrsphic “nayysis of this bullet and that of *the verious
bullet #ragments. Heither 2;2 FBI =agent John 7, Gallegher, the spectrograpber.
Agent frazier's testimony is merely thst the bullets were lead, which would seem to

be considerably less informstion than spectrographic -nalysis could revesl. The

custodian of the National Archives informs me that this analysis is not included
in his srchive but is in the possession of the FBI. I coll upon you to maeks it
imrediately svailable.”

Here I also referred to the Strange disinterest of the FBI and the Commission
(VEITEVASH 163) in the fact thet the bullet had been wiped clean snd hsd never bzen
exemined to identify any residues that remsined. Residues did remain.

At the same time I wrote lur. James Rowley, head of the Secret Service, about

autopsy oL
various items, incluiing access of quslifi=d researchers to the/picturs and Arays

the Archives told me were in the possession of the Secret Service. I wrote the

autopsy doetors -skinc questions and seeking interviews. I wrote membe rs of the

—_— st
Commi ssion betwesn 3 beginning Llay 9 snd by llay 14. On;AWES undeliverzd, In each

cose * enclosed a @opy of VHITETASE in which thexmxwrmsfsxareximziwisdxanixiie
the nurstions are asked and the proofs included, Not & single one has answered.
Then and sarlisr I was elso in#ommunication with others.

Cn May 26 I expressed to the archivist my spprehension over "the exclusion of

the existing dete from the arehive, such as the photographs, {rsys and yotes of the



autbpsy, the spectrographic snalysis of the bullets and frogmsnts...Here there is no
conceivable elament of nationel security snd there is an obvious slement of suppression."
On T, ne 14 I sgein called to his sttention "what I have elready called to the stten-
tion «f the interested eg{lﬁcies, that certain of the evidence withheld from the

archive, and the unclassified part of i%, is improperly withheld. This includes the
bullets and the feogments, including test bullets and feagments", ete,

So, these are not new questions. I have asksi them from the Tirst, publicly
and privately. without adequate response. The new gestures sres nothing else and from
the accounts in the press mesn nothing snd mske no new evidence svailable to
reszsrchers. They are but an eflort to ease the hest the govermmsnt is fzelinz from
the people, Bezause these are legitimste demends, bacsuss the wrongs thzt wsre done
should never have happened, these efforts to divert insistent snd irc rsssind dsmsnds
for 8ll znd untesinted information sbout the sssassination of President Xennedy will
not succeed. Jndeed, they must not.

Initia": publicity serves %m agein to illustrste the lsck of forthriﬂhtness in
public statements on & subject of such nationsl concern thet only uninhibited truth
can be eccepted.

A¥len Specter, the Fhiladelphis {‘awyer who was, s8s assistant cou.usselJ inf:harga
of the autopsy inu_uiry(hj@ is now that city's dictriet attorney), said in the U.s.
News and ''opld Remort dated Cctober, in s story ovptimistieally entitled "Trith 4bout

Kennedy fLssassination", these things:

"The complete’set of picturss taken st the sutopsy wes not made avellabl %o
me or the Jomission, I was shown one picture of the back of,a body (my emphasis)

which was represented to be the bsck of the President, although it was not techihically

suthenticsted..."(psge 53). He slso said & thet "the photograph?s and rays would,
(S ——

in the tninkine of the Commission (beinz here carefuly to sesk to place his responsib-
ilities upon the members of %he Commiusion), not have been erucisl bezause they

would have served only %o corroborste Whot the sutopsy surgeons had testified to

under oath..." For all his genius, I subuit that without intimste examinstion of all



the pictures snd Arsys, r. Specter wes not in s position to mske responsiblas comment
on what they show. In sny event, there 1s nothing more{in need of corroboration than
this testimony.

However, this is inconsistent with the report in the Jisshinzton Post of Novemt: r
S, 1966, which quotes s Secret Zervice spokesmen ss seying that "the Commission
staff had exsmined the photographs whsn it studied the autopsyﬂ*:rocedures and
results." It is this study over which .ir. Specter presiied. “e end the Zecret 3Service
cannot both be accurate.

Then my new book, THITEWASH II: WHO DID IT!, is publisham considerable
amplification on 6l of thess motters will be piblicly avsilable.

Hothing bhat has happened in eny wey clters the ®x unacceptsble situation that
h=s exlsted since the ssssssination. The whole and uncompromised truth is not known

end it must be, regardles of what it says =nd where it leads.

Until then we must 811 bear in mind tast the autopsy examinetion can sddrass
itself to but a limited aspsct of both the assassinstion sn’ its investigation.
Should the pictures snd Lrsys be authenticeted and should they confirm the testimony
of the doctors, they czn do nothing else sni tney do not address the great bulk of
the teinted evidence and unanswered questions. The best we cen expect of them is thst

they can show Where snd how meny times the Fresident was mounded. Mot & thing else", ?mt‘,"

Among these unenswered questions is why Dr. Lymes took it uwon himself to
burn any of the legslly end historieslly importsnt papers of the sutopsy, #s he did
(THITE Asm, 187) why the Commission sn’ notably “r. Srecter were without
guestion, ~nd why Lir. S:'p-.véter told US lews Dr. Humss "expleined his reasons fully

(p.50) ‘

before the VU -mmission"when he did no" such thing and when lr., Specter, whose function
it wss to conduet the ﬂheqring, did not even ask him to.

Belatedly placing the picture¥snd .irays back in gov-ormment poseession accompli:hes
nothing because of the restrictions imposed. For 5 yesrs only the govermment may hawe

access to them,' /?{ereafter, for sn iniefinite but very long time, only pathologists.

4t bthet remote time in the future sny knowledge thet might be gained from exsmination

of this evidenceuf{n b= valueless. .nd it is not pathologists who should examine



this evidence in 8 vacwim but thoze familisr with the =ntire case and all of the

evidence the government WF—tes—us—HTveled 7t /«/f‘ 72 1”““*‘"/ wblic.



