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i In any murder the autopsy lsgessentlal to a solution of the crime
and its pundshment. No less is this true when a President is murdered.
Throughout my writing I have referred to this autopsy as a dublous inguest.
The dictionary definition of "dublous" is "doubtful", "uncertain", "of
questionable character'". Nc autopsy serves 1ts inmtended purpose, that of
a post mortem examination to determine the cause of deat@iif it leaves
in doubt what it need not, if it does not seek the cause or causes and ex-
amines tmamiif it is uncertain where there need be no uncertainty.

Aside from determining the cause of desth, it 1s expected that the
autopsy revort will be a definitive, medico-legal statement of what
havoened to the degree possible to man and sclence. This sutopsy and the
report on it sre not helpful and not dependable because they lack the
essentlial character of offlcigl, criminal, legal ingulry and are not
positive. Rather than deflning what really happened, as dissection of the
President's body disclosed it, this autopsy and its report put questions
where there should have been answers. There 1s nothing in it that really
adds to knowledge. Ihstead, it raises additional doubts and creates con=-
fusion. The essence of available fact iz not in the report.

Searching for cluss to the gquestions the Report substitutes for
answers, I went to the appropriate Commission files. There was no alterna-
tive. With 26 darge volumes for evidence (and even this enormity was not
a lim!tation externally impozed upon the Commissionb the essential evidence
of the autopay and what relates to it are not included in the estimated
10,000,000 words In these volumes, as it also is not 1n the literary
vastness of 900 pages, the verbal expanse of the Report.

It is not in the filesielther. Had the Commission published every
word in 1ts appropriate files, there would be no essential, affirmative

knowledge added to the deflcient, inadequate and incomplete material it did
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publish., Negative evidence is there In abundance. To that we shall return

This statement is based upon a belief that should be warranted but
is not: that the files were not gutted. They were.

Those whose wrlting careers have been advanced by thelr joyous
escapes from realitg and who pretend to have told the truth about the
assassinatlion or to haveLEEEEEE?;QngEi}z[ggééésééﬁthe writings critical of
the investigation of the assassination, have not sought the essence in the
files or are of contemptlble, unspeakable dishonesty - or both. They need
only have thumbed through File J.F.K. -1 to learn the real truth of the
agsassination investigation, that it was a whitewash, afput-up job. Had
they ndded to this less than an hour of reading a little more and examined
the four categories under "Connolly, Jchn B.", reculring less than an
additional hour - and had they been looking for trutﬁ)not propaganda,.they
would have learned that these files are but tinsslled window-dressing far
the ym overanxious-to-belleve yokels of hizh station.

File J.F.K. L=1 is "Autopsy". It is on the secénd sheet of the
"file classification” discussed ln the Intreduction. First is that on the
Texas Governor. ¥Yypically, as though cunning gremling with a fleft touch

were setting the stage for what was to ensue, each of the three spellirgs

of the Governor's name ls incorrect. s pame hag sn "a" in i%, bub not in
P anilhee. "2 °
~bthe "file classification" where b i nstead.
fL It 1s symptomatic that when, after almost four ysars, I zot a copy

{ , -!u’

of thls classification, no one had corrected the only-wrong spellingss of
his name. That i1s the way 1t 1s with the avidence, sas 1t wasz with the
investigatlon: nobody corrected the obvious, original errors.

el e ol
Bach of the four categories under wrong-;z;ed "Connolly" is vital 1

u i
in study of J.F.E. L-1.

The doctrine under which the Commiassion labored,
the pre-determination it Imposed upon itself, that Lee Harvey Oswald was a
lone and unassisted assassin, permits ne alternative. That single-bullet

nightmare holde us 3ll captive, as it did the Commission. The only escabe
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is probing and prodding all the avallable evidence.

For the government there now is no repair. Lt has done what it hua
has done. For all its might, pewer and influence - unegualled in history -
it has rendered itself impotent as all the king's horses and all the king's
men. Its investigation and its Report are like Humpty Dumpty.

For others, for national Integrity, fora-ree and honorable fubure,
there is the possible escape of truth - truth about the Investigation,
about the Tact of the assassination.

Search for this truth In the files begins with fulkility of the
Report, in which it 1s absent, and eds with the emptiness of the gutted
files.

The answers to the guestions that were not answered anl too often
were never asked are not in the autopsy fils nar in the Connally files.
Tach of the Bonnally categories ls pertinent because the slngle-bullet con-
clugion of the Feport cannot be separated from the autopsy examinabtion and
its report. These divisions are "Shooting", "Injurles-Wounds", "Treatment
at Parkland HMemorial Hospital", and "Intervisws'.

But the incompleteness'of the Connally files and the gutting of the
autapay file are not the fault of the pressctor and his asaistants. These
are independent of and separate from the autopsy deficlenties. They are
staff responsibilities and official actions and, I fear, had this been 4
compstant, thorough autopsy and report, the same thing would have happened,
perhaps more of it. By accident or design, there was a consplracy agalnst
evidence. Whether or not the manifestatlon of the invisible but omni-
present hdﬁ of a guiding genius, something always hapoened tec the evidence
and the Commission never did anything about it.

In some casey the Commission itself ls responsible for what happened
to the best of the avallable and conceivable evidence - did to 1t what was
done. In other cases, 1t tolerated what should never have been done and

never should have been tolerated. It happened, because of the nature and
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function of the autopsy, that much of this is part of or related to the
autopsy. .

For example, there is gﬁié so-called "found" bullet, whose public
record is consistentlwith/énly)a design for it to be "found", with its
having been planted. It bears the unmistakable marks of the rifle sald
to have been Cswald's; that we cannot guestion. That these marks are as
distinctive as fingerprints we also must accept. This, hewever, is nelither
legal nor logical evidence that this particular bullet was used in the
crime., That it was ig an assumption without proof or even the effort at
developing proof. All the pertinent evidence, such as 1ts almost pristine
condition, is that this bullet could not conceivably have had thehistory
officially bestowed upon it, not 1f its blographers had been Grigm, Anderso
Mother Goose and Jules Verne, all collaborating and at the pinnacle of thels
powers.

Misused, as it was, this Bullet 399 became important az a link to
Oswald, whichgit could have been and was rot, and from him to the assassina.

%

b

proofs of this connection is falrly interpreted as indicating that those

tion wbiéi/fﬁzht have besn provenj%if-was not attempted. Failure to seesk
making the decision knew it would turn out otherwise)that it would prove
Oswald was belng framed.

When Robert A. Frazier, experlenced FBI firearms expert, testified
about this bullety to some of the most competent and experlienced lawyers
who could be aseembléd, his testimony was significantly evaslve, in keeping
with the character of the gquestioning, which was designed for this;%ype of
response. Beginning on page 161 of WHITEWASH, I dlscuss the evidé;ce of
the "finding" of this bullet and the science applied to it.

Everything went wrong with the evidence about this bullet as it nevel
should have and never, normally, could have. Examples are the destruction

of the evidence mutely borne by Governor Connally's unwanted clothing, or
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the immediate and continulng suppreassion of the spectrographic analysis.
These two cavers would have been disazters for the govermment in courtd
where opposing counsel would have adduced the vertlnent and painfully
cbvious evidence that the abnormalitles are so suspicious they are indica-
tive of collusion and conspiracy’to frame. Had this been a case 1n court,
not before a one-sided Commission, neither the destruction nor the sup-
pression of evidence would have been dared.

When Frazier was on the stand he testified that this bullet had been
wiped clean, Not entirely, 1004 clean, for there remalned residues. But
clean enough so that he had no @dditional cleansing to perform prior to
making a study of whatever it is that he studled. His testimony doss not
inform us. It is meErxdxxkxkxbxiiztx merely that bullets are of lead, as
a child not blessed with tralning 1n the FBI's academy knows.

From his testlimony, what Frazler did not on his own do, and what the
Commission did not order him or the FBI to do, was the obvicus requirement:
make a study, at even that too-late date, to determine the nature of the
regldues. It is guite obvious that the FBI knew the ha#d-to-hand, pocket-
to-pocket history of this bullet, as reported in the Bantasy presented as
evidence. Someone in the FBI or on the Commission, either of its staff ar
membership, should have orderngsts to determine whether these were human
residues. This bullet 1s dadd toc have gone through the President once, the
Governor twice and partly a third time. Wasﬂ there corroberating evidence?

Frazier certainly knew, as did others in the FBI whose job it was to
know, how thls bullet got to the FBI in Washington, as mE an earlier chaptex
reveals. Knowlng this seeningly haphazard, simltess—journey in detail that
is denied most of us, Frazler nonetheless avoided saying in his testimony
that, by accident, the residues had been wiped from the bmllet durlng
transit. His words are "The bullet was clean". Asked by Assiastant Counsel

Melvin Eisenberg, "There was no blood or similar material on the bullet wher
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you received 1t?" (WHITEWASH 163), Frazier avoided direct answer, saying
instead, "MWot that would interfere with fhe examination, no sir."

Tﬁose of us equipred with lzss sclence than the FBI's flrearms ex-
pert might, naively, consider that the opmrpose of "examination" would in-
clude, if dtwould not be for—just-that-surpdse, determination of whether
there was "blood or similar material"” on a bullet sald to have Inflicted
seven knjuries on two different men (whose blood types wers not state
secrets) and to have smashed, splintered and adhered to bpnes in three
parts of the body of one of these men.

Shortly after this testimony, Eisenberg returned to Fragzier's lsss
than fully informative remark with less than a Perrygllason ZEakx zeagl. He
asked, "You also mentloned there was blood or some other substance on the
bullet marked 399, Is that an of fhand determination, or was there a test

(Tgis is not csllousness, calling a President's blocd end tissue "materiels;

it ie science. The FBI is very scientific. Its science is impersonsl, particularly

~—ympersonal when’' President John ¥, Kennedy was concerned.)

whiat /

tireless quest for trui%h and Justice comes from television and not fhe
hearings of the Presldent's Commission on the Assassination of President
Kennedy‘ may be surprised that this, so far as Coifinsel Eisenbsrg is con-
cerned, is the full discharge of his responsibilities. He 1s not without

reason to so regard it for the attendance at that hearing on Tuesday, March

.31, 1964 (3H390ff), included:

—

;/{btx

{
N

the Chief Justice-Chairman and Commission Members, Representative
Hale Boggs armd John J. McCloy, his employers.on our behalf;

the former Solicltor General of the United States, J. Lee Rankin,
then Commlission general counsel;

Leon Jaworski, billed as special counsel to the attorney general of

Texas;
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you recelived it?" (WHITEWASH 163), Frazier avolded direct answer, saying
instead, "Mot that would interfere with $he examination, no sir."

Those of us equippred with less science than the FBI's flrearms ex-
pert might, naively, consider that the pmrpose of "examination" would in-
cludeLfii-i%ﬂWﬁEIH“ﬁﬁf_Bﬁ‘Tur-justwthatepurpbsa,_determination of whether
theee was "blood or similsr material" on a bullet sald to have inflicted
seven Enjuries on two different men (whose blood types were not state
secrets) and to have smashed, splintered and adhered teo bones in three
parts of the body of one of these men.

Shortly after this testimony, Eisenberg returned to Frazler's less
than fully Informative remark with less than a Perrygllason Zmxi zeal. He
asked, "You zlso mentioned there was blood or some other substance on the
bullet merked 399, Is that an offhand determination, or was there a test
to determine what the substance wzg?"

- ”fﬁjgwfrazier replied, "there was no test made of the materials."

Those whose concent of the dlligence of American lawyers in their
tireless guest for trui%h and justice comes from televisicn and not the
hearings of the President's Commlsslon on the Assassination of President
Kennedya may be surprised that this, so far as Cotinsel Eisenberg is con-
cerned, is the full discharge of his responsibilities. He 1s not without
reason to so regard it for the attendance at that hearing on Tuesday, March

J;31, 196, (3H390ff), included:
1‘94. the Chief Justice-Chairman and Commission Members, Representative
. Hale Boggs arnd John J. MeCloy, his employers on our behalf;
the former Solicitor General of the United States, J. Lee Rankin,
then Commission general counsel;
Leon Jaworskl, bllled as special counsel to the attorney general of

Texas;
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other staff members, including Norman Redlich; and

two gentlemen whose booking is ambiruous: "Charles Murray and Lewis
Fowell, observers", whq)ln the non-fairy tale real-life function
theﬁhad, were to "represent" Oswald, to look out for his rights
and those of his gulltless infent.daughters( and for those of
all Americans in the absence of oppesing counse9, as the repre-

sentatives of the American Bar Association, & function whose con-

Aﬁiﬁ;;%iqaijﬁggﬁmission will soon interest us. %fékﬁ@i%éf
Now, 1f all of these eminences, among the nation's leading legal
luminaries, were>§ﬁ;i;m£&dfznot dozingz};ith their minds .on obher weighty
problems, one, certainly was not. That great internatlonal lawyer whose
services to several administrations are of long duration and good press,
whogs svecial competence ig banking, Commigsioner John J, McCley, was wide
awake. He lmmediately asked a relevant question.

But not about these residues, "blood or similar material" in one
phrasing, "substance " in another. About mm this he, tm, wes silent. He
heard the testimony and was undisturbed.

Oh, well, is 1t not enough to know that the diligent FBI, aver alert
always with at least one eye open, with all that zmgmxe sclence the un-
stinting taxpayers provide, was fully aware of the presence of "substance"
or of the somewhat less comprehensible "material"™ that is "similar" to
"baood"?

Here it is neéessary to caubthon those whose knowledge of the skill
and dedleation, the unflagging and undefZected devotion to duty, the re-
lentless, bulldog-determined FBI also comes from TV that)in real life,
when an American President was murdered while it was their job to keep him
alive, the FBI 1s not at all like it is on TH.

And only btecause in real life the finest lawyers in the land and the

mozt selentific police iIn our history somehow fell short of what every
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geript-writer, without benefit of Harvard Law or G-man school, knows to
write Into grade E melodramas, we do not lmow what was on the bullet,

We do not know hecause the Commission did not want to know. Because
the Commigsion did not kndéw, it had no difficulty coreludlng that this
bullet had défied all the laws of physies, ball istlcs and mythology and had,
indeed, Infllcted all)seven mon-fatal injurics on both men and, exultantly,

J i e
emerzed from this challenge mmEzzra@x unscarred. ;

R T

Hot having ardered the FBI pﬁgo back to its labs and scratcﬁ$:f¥:;mnl
microscopic remnants of that or those "substances" or "moterials" frem—sie
Pattet—- or to take a gquick check'at that then-guppressed and still-
suppresssd spectrographic analysis’ ard come back with the nitty gritty -
the Commission had less to Interfere with 1ts reaching & this determlnatig
s that center-atage In its lavestlgation of the assassination was a veri-
table 20th century Puck of a bullet, Bullet 399,

More suited, perhaps, to the deliberations of the Space Committees
of the Congress thm the FPresident's Commissioq, is the career thus
officially that of Bullet 399. To meet the requirements lmbosed upon it
by this truly august body, these are‘soma of the things that tullet had %o
have done:

Penetrated the President's neck without striking a bone, and in the
course of this beginning of its swift but short active life, to have thumbe
its nose st forensic medicine by making a hole about twlce as 13£§§5¥§§§?
as when 1t entered -‘Which nice, true-flying bullets just do not do.

In the gpan of cerhaps a foot or sco, having flown with undeviating

- fldellty to and through the Fresident, 1t began to wobble a bit when it
\lygghlunged into the Governor's chest, under the ridht armpit. It then settled
' down to the m%gt spectacular demonstration of self-control gince John the

Ipur hg
Baptist spnmned_-the—advercss—eL Salome. Yoing at about 2,000 feet per
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second and with a fineness cf control not yet draamed of at Cape Kennedy,
it fllpped around so that only its back end made contact with the Governdgr .
fifth rib. Perhaps "made contact" is a slight understaterent, when what
399 did to four inches of that rib is recalled, but such a career must be
approached with an absolutedy uncluttered mind. It is easler to try and
conceive of whaﬁ)untll that moment &mx in all of history had never been
conceivedjif we bear 1n mind that contact with coarse cloth or leather can
mark = bullet, and this #399 chap was almost antirsly unseratched. The
unaided eye finds no blémish.

Now, what herpened inside the governor'é chéét, at 2,000 feet per
second, ls that four inches of his fifth rib got so smashed up that pleces
of it, in turn, became miniature, individual projectiles. |

$Commiss ioner MeCloy, possibly reluctant to concede the lncredible
melding of might and magic to 399, wondered aloud if perhaps "the actual
bullet could not have hit the rib at all but it might have been the expand-
ing flesh that would cause the wound, or the proper contuslon, I guess yéu
would call it on the rib itself?" Hls application of the elegant subtliled
of international finance to the medical description is an expresion of fine
sensitivity. "The wound or the proper contusion" was the rib smashing; the
"you" of the "I guess you would call it" was Dr. Robert R. Shawy who,
despilte the delicate understating and qulst passion - should we say
"desperation™? - of the Bommissioner's appeal, would c¢all it no such thing.
Politely but firmly ﬁs replied, "I think we would have to postulate that
the bullet hit the rib itself..." (WHITEWASH 175).

There is a way out of MeCloy's dilemma,fwhich i% Bow could an un-
scratched bullet smash up a tough human rib?) By batterins with its butt
end only, of course. And to do this, all that 399 had to add to those
already incredible powers was that of following the graceful, curved

contour of the human rib with its rear-end radar that kept 1t at the
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correct, undeviating backaside 90-degree sngle. For the approximately one-
six-thousandth of a second it required for those four rib-inches to be
shattered, 399 had also to be antlicipatling the disengagement that would
leave nokx trace upcn his smooth surfaces that bone, even more than coarse
cloth or leathen could trademark. Whether 1t braked itself or executed a
famey dance step, with the bullet mute we cannot rezlly knowj but what we
do Enow 1s that it succeeded. Whatever the méneuver, it was accomplished
with a sideways filliﬁ, for when 399, for a slight fraction of a second,
gaw daylight again,it was when making an inch-and a half hole under the
Governér's right nipple, a not inconsiderable achlevement for a quarter-
inch thick bullet, especially because in the act 1t successfully evaded the
ad jacent rib.

| MEE @

Fresh challenges lay ahead, but with the exuberance of suecess, 399
imprevised at 2,000 feet per sedond ~ exactly what was needed to batter
its way through the Governor's right wrist, again without detectably markirg
itself. The s attered ruin of the rib Is naught to the shambles of the
wrist. Here, carried away with success, 399 indulged in a side game,
gneaking clues Into the wound while keeping clues off itself. Traces of
mohair, the doctors correctly told themselves. And they tbld the Commissio:
they could nct conceive of how 399 accomplished the wrecking of that wrist
without leaving a trace on itself.

(Specter temporarily eased past this crisis by asking the doctors to
offer opinlons about ordingry, other bullets, not thls spectacular one -
could "a" bullet have gone through that wrist and been unmarked.j/By goirng
backward and only backward, the doctors sugrested, because the back of a
bullet is not encased in tg;/gardened jacket,)

Nowhere in the evidence 1a thers any explanation of how this or any
other bullet could have plmngea through the seclid wrist-bones without get-

ting 2 little scratched, at least on tlge sides. In order to proceed,
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possibly we can imagine that In some mysterlows way 399 encased itself in
a sheltering remnant of perhaps a Niebelungen past or invoked a fitting
necromancy and thus accomplished what was required to fulfill its obliga-
tions to the as-ye t—unappointed Commission.

Eere, with the bullet unmarked and the wrist in shattered ruin, stil
new and undisclosed magical powers went into play - and how fastl - for in
the course of the two inches (what split-split of a split second is two
inches when flight 1s at 2,000 feet in a single second}) of wrist smashing,
computer-fast 1t also plarmmed shead. -

The greatest cunning was still to be summoned, for in whatever short
space remained between that right wrist and left thigh, this flip-flopping
bullet that had stooped wobbling only to dance, toppedadancins @_faga s

mw’j}r:ew fir fhen
wobble, ceased wobbling to guide right and fly backward, sdeenly flew no
wgy bubt backward and in this fashion latched itself so flrmly to the
Governor's tibla that months later a fragment was at111 glued to it, side
by side, A® wwb(ja £ Ant cvpar e Hj“i %u/[c Lwen npde the ;.‘;‘/-A

With all of thils, the most spectacular demonstrations were still to
be demanded of this little bullet, whose brief life had, wlb hout doubt,
already exhausted it. While travelling through Dallas at a mere mile-a=-
minute clip from the Texas School Book Uepository building to Parkland
Hogpital, it had tafggiiiﬂ_iie in wait and store up a sort of reverse
kinetic energy, then it had to be patlent while the Governor in whose thigh
it was hidden was rushed to the operating rocom. After he was undressed -
In total silence and when no one was looking - 1t discharged that reverse
kinefic energy with what bowlers call "inside English" - in just the right
arc that would enable it to speed inwisibly from the Govemor's leg to
under the mattress on which he 2nd It had been, not too far under, for it
had to xkdm drop out when that stretcher was given a Jar; not too little

il T4 Erig chiees

under, for it had to ride up and down the elevator until Darrell Tomlinson
A

f
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l Lcaﬁm along to put it off and then, when he it a blt, to fall out

and go public, w’@é&ﬁ

ne seeinz ay-s to guide them, knowing pracisel§ ;ﬂg_é;; ;ﬁﬁ exectly the speed 15

quite an accomplishment for a bullet like this, only a quarter of en inch thick,

lipre so when wa eonsider that it hed bean officially ruled ovar-aga snd declared

eurplus. Too sm8ll an arc and it would have hit tha met and u&de 8 hole in it; too

large end it would have mi ssed entirely or, horrors, havs struck the steel freme which

wfoul% et the vary leaat have markad it. Too little enagry would not have put it

undar the mﬂt far enough to aweit Tomlinson's Jarring, too much would heve put it so

rqr underrha could not have joggeduitLEut. It celculated perfectly! B _ LY
Commission on the Assassination of President EKennedy - and how much more
officlal can you get?

It seems maxizr it was easier for this Comnission to gatisfy itself
that FPdckish, magical 399 did sll these wondrous things without complicatl ng
and confusling matters with prosalc considerations like residues.

Is 1t pogsible that the FBI's sclence could add to this story,
improve on this_ science? Not likely.

But g1l of the magnificent performance would have been in vain had
it been presented in adecourt of law. In fact, had it been adduced before a
Marine Corps court martial (Cswald, too, had been a Marine), Oswald would
have been acquitbted. Something remarkably similar - 1In charge, not victim
_agd conclusion - actually happened in Viet Nam.

b(\ It seemsthat a Vietnamese civilian was shot to death, that a Marine
kﬁﬂ was seen to have fired a rifle from a truck in which he and others were
riding, seemingly drunk and in high spirits. He acknowledged firing a
shot but recalled it ag having been into the air.
‘The 'ssociated Press revorted th's, and the Los Angeles Times of

June 29, 1967, prepared its own story from that of the Associated Press.
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Here begins a startling pardllel to Bullet 399, which, recall, bore the
rifling marks of the rifle sald to have been bought by Oswald:

"The prosecution rresented an expended bullet that matched the rifle
allegedly held by Collard (the accused) abt the time. The bullet was found
on the ®loor inside the dead man's house. The rrosectution comtended hat
this was the bullet that killed the man".

This trial, too, had technical experts:

"Teland #mmxy Jones, retired head of the Los Angeles Police Depart-
mert 's €érime laboratory, testified that the bullet could not possibly have
entered a human bedy. (Although) filred from the rifle...blood a tissue
would have remained on the bullet for yeasrs if it had hlt the man and he
could find no trace of either..."

The verdict: acquittall

"Blood or tissue would have remained on the bullet for yearsil"

Consider this impartial evidence, accepted by a military court and
unrefuted by a military wrosecutlon, which could c¢all on the FEI in additlo
to 1ts own experts: although proved to havs teen fired from the rifle con-

nected with the accused, because of the absence of blood =zmi or tissus,

which would have been detectable and identifiable for years, "the bullet

could not possibly have enterad a human body"!

Is 1t possible to find a more exact parallel? The case against
Oswald was weaker, for that rifle was not shown to have besn in hls
possession at the time of the assassination. Bullet 379 is clalmed to have
passed through two human bodies, not one, and three and a hall thes, not
Jus t once,

The bullet may have been magleal, but Fresidents and Governors ere
not. They are men, humansg, as are poor Vietnamesszs; thelr blood is mortal

blecod, thelir tissue mortal tissue.
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Here we find sxplanation for the FBI experths, expert evaslvenass

and as wd jvhl M’,if mﬂn-)
when =sked about the residues, xx/T6r the coﬁfsﬁiment of the Commission of
legal and political eminences and thelr legal staff at the BBY absence of
answers about the residuss on Bullet 399, as we find explanatisn for the
lack of questions about these residues, about the abasnceg of tests to
ldentify them!

Perhans with this account of the willingness of the United 3tates
Government to guarantes a free trial anljfan adequate defense for an ordinary
man accused of killing mother very drdinary man, not a President, and a
half a world away, we have reacked an appropriate point-to consider the
staff document earlier referred to on the nabture of Oswald¥s legal repre-
asntatlon and of the real Ffunction of the leaders of the American Bar
Associgtion before the Commisgsion.

Extra space)

From my first appralsal of the Commlission's record, from close ex-
aminaticn of what the President, &ewssn-Pregidest and other top-zschelon
execttives of the American Bar Assocliation did and did not do in sesking
his righte 28» for Oswald, I concluded that they had acted as a prosecution
adjunct, not defense counsel, I showed ﬂbat)when the legal arnd factual
gituations before the Commission falrly screamed for the asking of shocking.

ly obvious questinns, these legal lights werse allent 3nq)more, recorded the!:

SV
agreement not to ask oueqtions‘p'ta to cross-ex-mine these travestics on

withesses who could not otherwise have been used by the Commission. ;
\aW"ttﬂ} s
"If at any point", I wrote (MHIT“WASH 79-80), after careful“oexsmina-
tion of the "testimony" of an incredible parade of the most incompetent,
Incongruous and entirely dubious "witnesses", in the presence o whom
Oswald's "defense counssl" had been mubts (save for an occasional/sa gestion

cizlculated to ald the prosecution), "a single question was directed to any

of the many questionable witnesses...that met the purposes served by the
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zﬂhdversary system of our kind of justice, I have not seen it. Nor have I
seen any record of thelr participatlion in the taking of depositions, the
sowce of by far the most of the testimony."

Not one of the Amerlcan Bar Assoclation leaders involved has made
a single protest @ complaint about this language I addressed to ther a
long time ago. They have not because they dare not, because it is an urden
statement of their rrostitutlon of their profession and it s honorable
traditions, 2 debasement of their function, and because, when how genuinely
subversive of justice what they did 1s considered, this language is a kind-
ness to them. They will not and they dare not eall attention to thelr
shocking treachery to thelr profession, to law, to justice, and to the
country. Thelr acceptance of the assignment to safeguard Oswald's rights
before the Commission was more than that, great as that responsibility is.
They were, in addition, there to preserve the rights of all, for the
rights of all are dependent upon the preservation and enjoyment of the
rights of the least. And they bore, with thelr assumption of this responéi
bility, the defense of the national honor and integrity.

Lee Harvey Oswald was dead, and the Commission QBcided that not Mark
Lane, selected by his mother, but the Amer&déan Bar Association, selected by

1t, would protect the rights of the, murdered accused and with him of all’
) g, Downld Aok gleloatd pagipriten. Mg Gho f 51 1 gret
free Americans. ahnt ln?u,bb*'

On February 29, 1964, at the very outset of the Commission's life,
Howard P. Willens, of whom we have earlier re-d as staff directar and who
was the Commlissicon's lialson with the Department of Justice, addressed a
memo to General Counsel Rankin. The subject: "Interrogation of Mark Lane."

Willens saw no contradiction in what he seriously addressed to his
boss. The Commission had decided that Oswald was gullty, Lane was saying
maybe Oswald wasn't. It was wrong for Lane to wart to defend the accused,

right for the Commission to pre-judge him. 3o, with the powers the Com-
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migsion had that Lane didn't, they'd zive him a working over (his exact
and untouched, usually more polite words are in the appendix, pp.oob;o@')f
To "undercut" Lane is one expliclt purpose of the hearing. (Those of us
who thought the purpose of the hearings was to collect evidence are
"squares".)

Prior to the writing of thls memo, somebody seems actudlly to have
proposed that the American Bar Association, through 1ts top officials
(already, if seéretly, selected to "mork as defense counsel for Lee Harvey
Oswald"))clobber Iane. The "undercutting" of TLane, Wlllens said, "should
be take{r{;éirectly by the Commission rather then by Mr. Cralg of the
American Bar Assoclation...lMr. Cmalg agrees that this would be preferable
to any contact by him with Mr. Lane on behalf of the Commission."

The one doubt that does not exist hers Is whether Lans ever did any-
thing "on behalff of the Commission". That reference is Craig and the ABA
end, like the rest of the document, makes much of this relationship clear.
But no clearer than the record, really, which 1s without guile.

Of course, Crailg and the ABA were not aldne in diligent defense of
Oswald's rights - read "those of all Americans, E%E?ﬂ) Willens was very
busy. When he wasn't directing the staff, liaisoning with the Departmrent o
Justice and performing other legal chores, he was also looking out for
these cherlsghed rights:

"T think that Mr. Cralg should use the appearance o Mr. Lare before
the Commission ard the resulting testimony and documents as a way of begin-
ning hds work as defense counsel for Lee Harvey Oswald."

This is exactly what happened four days later when, 6n March l,

196l (2H32ff), lMark Lare was summoned before the Commission. The transérip
shows that the members mresent were the ghief iustica, Senator Cooper and
Corngressman Ford. Alsu, "Charles Murray'and Ch;rles Rhyne,/%ssistants to

f

Walter E. Craig." These are future, former and incumbent presidents of the
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American Bar Assoclatlon. FBRlfyne 1s famous, I belleve, for his sponsorship
of what is known as "Law Day", a noble concept. i

At one point (2H59), Rhyne took up the “defense" of Oswald with
vigor.

"I wanted to ask Mr. Lane,™ he told the ¢hlef iustice, "on his
inguiry about what happened to Oswald during the 48 hows he was under
detention- you suggested that the Commission make an inguliry into whether
his civil rights were denied. Do yéu have any iInformation on that subject?

[k Tevac b & Loyl Rl 00 ool Lapel Grires s C RS .
es," Lane responded, as gy Ameritan not a lawyer and glued tohis
TV set could have, "I saw what shppened - I read In the nswspavers and hear
on the radio.”

Rhyne objected that the informatirn on the blatant denial of
Oswald's rights "was really in the newspapers. You are merely repeating
what someone else has said," Lane replied that, in addiiion, he had re-
ported what witnesses had told him. Unless he had been in jall with
Oswald, there was no other imf ormation he could call to the Commission's
attentlion., This 1s what lawyers do. Rhyne, however, repeated his "defense
of Oswald and "protection" of Oswald's rights by charging that "with respec
to the denial of myxxzixiz any civil rights or protection of clvil rights
during this li8-hour period, you say that is all in the newspaper stories."
To Rhyne, speaking for Cralg, it was as though the abundant and very public
proof that Oswald had bean flagrantly and quite systematically denied these
rights, as the American Civil Liberties Union was soon to affirm, becauss
they were in the papers and on TV, somehow made them unworthy of official

recogniticn, of Commission imguiry. BRhyne then emphasized that Lane had

said his "investigatlon was lncomplete”.

And thus, in the ringing words of Howard Willens, did the Presldentx
of the American Bar Association and the exponent of "Law Day" "use the

avpearance of Mr. Lane" before the Commission "as a way of beginning his
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MEZORARDIM FOR MR, Je
From: Howsrd F. Willens

Do: Joterroration of Maxk Lane

/ttechsd is a proposed letter requesting Merk Lane
to appear before the Cormission noxt weelk. I belleve thaot
¥r, Lane's testimony should be obtoined at this time for the

following reasons:

1. Ve ere swere that Mr. Lone 1s making mumerous
spoectes to the effect thot he has information indicating that
Loa I!a:wyomldlomtmummormmﬂmmdyud
thet the Commission has not requested this information.
Althoush T think owe esrlier letter smounts to a request for
tids informstion, I think we should mcke on explieit request
for all doeczaents possessed by Mr. Lane regarding the
assazsination ef Precident Kermmedy end ask from him a full
axd carplete statecent rezerding the results of his investiga=
tion into tils matter. To some extent, ot least, this will
urdereut M4, Lano's future rrecentations slthough I grent that
ke will still be free to maintein that the Commission is oot
giving due weight to the information he has brought to owr
gttention.

2., Az I heve indicated to you previcusly, I beliasve
that this eion should be taken directly by tho Commission
rathar than by . Craig of the ABA. I unisrstand from you
that the Comaisoion &8 willing to hesr Mr. lone end that
}r. Crolg corecs that this would be preforshle to axy contect
by him vith Mr. Lasoe on behelf of the Corsalasion. :

3. I think that we chould cbtzin these materisls
from Mr. Looe ot this time so that eprronriste investigation
o oy raw leals con be conducted by thoe sonrerxriate agency
.or the Carmission. If we were to delay will the end of owr

irvesticaticn 1t would give kr. Lana siditiozs]l reason :
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umsummmmormm.

‘b, T thisk that this meterfal chowld be collected
woar and testismy of Mes Lewno elledied ropaeding these
mmnﬂswmtwmmmmmwm.m .
mlta%:”s.mJlnﬁWn»Ithm‘;ﬂntw.m
shewld use the seypearsace of HI. Lane bofore the Comission }
a&iﬂnmcﬁt&rzw:mmmﬂmsmawdm .
ni:r:hl:m;:kuwmcmwlrwmr'mrm. I !
think this mey zexve to focus his clfwls wae than sdght
ctlomrloe b the case. I glec think thad thooe materials
o &uw«mnwmsus.waﬂmm
wmmwmmmmmar?x.mmmu
wey {drdnishes the rospensibilitics of tho Camdosion stalf
b:;m*bcctz.wsmwumnm'ummnmlrmﬂtam'
fellect axtent pocsible. I think thed Messys. Foll s Telia,
sftor thay recedve theso meterisle, should be directed by Y2
wmmmtwmmmwmr;mmmm.

As pa emlnistrative motier, 17 ao proposed schedule
of taztisony &a a;mmwmmmmmmxu
;uﬂwp:th—:bcm‘btimtahmm. Lone since mo exteaslive
prevsrciion by wedbers of ths stall Lo noceesiye
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work as defense counsel for Tee Harvey Oswald"!

fichoes of law-achool commencement addresses welled up in that
emotion-caught Willens breast, and those who have studied the recard of
the Commission know just how to interpret these fine words:

"...we have all agrged that the appointment of Mr, Cralg in no way
diminishes the respomsibllities of the Commission staff to protect Lee
Harvey Cswald's reputation and rights to the fullest extent possible."

This was written a month before the hearinz at which none of the
Commission members or representatives of the bar association or others fell
asleep; the hearing which began with the "reputatlon and rights" of Lee
Harvey Oswald - and remember, these are the rights of all - “protectéd",
as Willens had put it, "to the fullest extent possible".

How?

By total silence about the suppression of the spectrographlc analysis
and the complets absence oTbény questions (including by Oswald's Commission-
appointed "defense counsel") about that "material" or "substarce™ that was
"bhood" or "similar" to it that was on Bullet 399!

That was not in the way of the FBI, so they didn't bother it,
didn't test or analyze it. The Commission and Oswald's "defenders™ were
satisfiled, even though "blood or tissue would have remained on the bullet
for yars" = had it ever been thers! J

It gll tiles together. This has not been:;xtraneous excunsion. The
fiction of the defense of Oswald's rights (and 1t is well not te lose sight
of the purpose of the hearing, to finmd out who killed the President and
perhaprs why); the rseal function of the American Bar Asscociation and its
honered, honorable representatives (Cswald's counsel, that is); the kinds
o rearingtheld; how evidence was gsthered amd mesented, accepte% arnd

}

evaluated; how the truth was sought and certified; how the autopsy is part
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of nll of 1t, together with thp single-bullet theory,’ The Ballad of Bullest

3997 Q‘_HLE_,:,LL QM L '14— 211 are of the same whole: threads and

f1bers woven throurh the woof and warp of the assassinatlon and Its

investigation.

E \/’f nt r?{i’{*!—ﬁ-—
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If 1t does not surprise the reader, it did surprise me to find that
there was nothing of any consequence in the "J.F.K, 4-1" file. If anywhere,
T did believe, certainly here there would be some information of signifi-
cance, some knowledge about the murder, how it was accompllshed, what was
learned at the autopsy, some of the missing evidence and records.

The staff of the archive was golng over this tremendous accumulation
and preparing more of it to be released! I delayed requesting coples of
every paper in the autopsy file untll the last minute. Just stop and
think of the situation at the end of 196z,a'four years after the murder,
three after 1ts "solution". The world was rampart with dissatisfaction g
about the inadequate and insufficlient Report on the assassination (and this
is certalnly an understatement of the raalityL but the federal government
was still keeping vast stores of flles secretl ~ -

In this case, apparen&ly,1byl;;;iggiﬁéfi;ss thannéorporal's guard to
do the actual work of making 1t ava.ilable.l With all the millions of

L&ﬁsiagﬁ?f"ﬁjdf r fv tysirapr=
federal employees; s§ingle man‘to go over these files and prepare them
for "release"! This was not hig only repponsibility - 1t 1s ore added to
an already full schedule of work. In between the other, full-time duties,
he did this. The wonder is not that it took so long but that he was able
to accomplish anything. In practice, this amounts to a different kind of
suppression. ‘

In reality, what 1t actually means ls thaq,aside from what has been
denied under the "guldelines" - which gives each agency that was the source
of the defunct Commission's documents the right to suppress what it wants
suppressed - great gpbs of files were spppreased by the designed malfunctio
of bureaucracy = by simply not putting the manpower on it. On a subject
1like this, with the national honor and imtegrity involved, with Macbethian
scandals openly bruited, the government quietly and effectively gave valld-

1ty to these hasty beliefs by delaying what i1t dared not forclbly suppress.
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Tt hoped, wlth each passing day, that somehow that awful pile of dirt
swept under the too-small rugy would just go away, just be fagotten. Its
clear wish was that, with the popular President aecurely buried, with the
passing of time, people would forget how he got buried, lose interest in
his murder and the phony, of ficlal explanation of 1t in that contrived
Report.

Simply slowing down what was accesslble to the steadlly decreasing
number of researchrs, dlstressingly small at the peak of Interest, was an
effective mechanism of suppression, as effective ms total suppressionk as
long as the flles could be denled by simple bureaucratic delay. Bungling,
crude force’were unnecessary. The government just sat tight and let
nothéng happen, guaranteeing that nothing would or could happen by not
assigning a single speclal employee to the task of arranging the Commission
files for access. The maximum assigned staff was two men who had other
continuing assigmmental

Meanwhile, naturally, tke closing of ranks behind the officlal
fictlon, whether or not of official ilnsplraticn, was effectuated by all
the mass agencies of rews and opinion. CBS and NBC coordinated their total
of five hours of international telecasting of blatant apologles for the
fake Report and then openly violated the requirement of law, regulation
and decency by the false pretense of claiming ttis propaganda was a falr
presentation of both sides. Sue them! The Associated Press manufactured
1ts syndicated whitewash by cleverly, and with equally plous pretense of
dlspassion and impartilality, corrupting and misquoting critliclsm of the
Report arnd slandering the critics - and just by another accident managed
to cue this in to the videowhltewashes. ll
& So, delay was as effective as 1t was simple, and 1t gave the time
required for the greatest campaign of public indoctrinatlion since the Repor-

itself to befuddle the popular minq,Lnto—confustun‘&nﬂ%cumpiacency.
& o -
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First I was promised this file, then I was denied 1t, then I was
promised all but two documents. This was a total of four pages, or a
minute of Xeroxing. Of couse, I was assured there was no suppression, no
violation of regulations. The entlre correspondence is in the appendix,
where the reader can go over 1t, word for word. Finally, I got what I was
told was all but those speclal four pages that had to be denigd so there

i~ }yf e Toink V5 S
could be "orderly processing". These were ,promised a-eertain date amd
were not then available.

T completed the writing of this embtdwe book while I walited for two
withheld documents from the J.F.K 4=-1"file, for four sheets of paper from
the file on the Presidertial autopsy of four years earller.

Save for a single sheet, the few pages of what is filed under "J.F.K.
1-1" add nothing to what was already avallable and known to me and 1n my

own flles. There are the same mistakes I found in other files, What was

missing, what should be there and 1sn't - what is reguired to be there =

has been gutted. Here ls everything in that flle:z

The brief covering letter of December 20, 1963, with which James J.
Rowley, chlef of the Secret Service sent Rankin a copy of the autopsy
protocol. This 1s not an ariginal copy, of which there were eight. An
original copy was too good for the archive, too good for the Commisslon.
This, at the very best, 1s a third generation copy. Some of it is completel
1llegible. In addition, lthas, at some step In the repeated photocopying of
photocopies, been reduced in size. But it is supposed to be one of the

s L;‘m"af,u;:rﬂ .VJ!"F s

original eight coples and it should be marked ’L the 77th flle, a8 I‘t is not
Every copy made from wh?.t Rowley sent the CommiasiOn on December 20 should
also show this number _{f?fﬂ%r come from this source.

An even more remote copy of allegedly the same document, the Presi-

dent 1al autopsy protocol, contains notations not on any of the more than

half-dozen copies of this allegedly single version, amd an attachment I had
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not seen elsewhere. It has a source indicated, and that source cammot
possibly be the right one, alse the list of flles is wrong. It is mrked
as coming from’CR362a", or part f "a" of File 362. DNow, on page 28 of the
1ist of these files there appears this description of File 362, which is
identified as "three envelopes" coming from "AG Texas":

"Travis Kirk's letter h37“.t?&n its infinite wisdom, the Report
spares us the identification of "Travis Kirk's letter 437", in quotation
marks in the listing, and the blessing of revelatlon is denied us. However
it is not likely that,with whatever significance can be read into the
mystery we must here abandon, "Travis Kirk's letter 437" could met have
included a copy of the autopsy, mor could "AG Texas" have origlnated 1it,
egtimable as the services of the Hon. Waggoner Carr were. |

This set of the autopsy report is the only one of the many I have
seen that has a copy of whath;)the original or an original copy, wekeh Y,
should be 1n this file and, in photocopy, attached to every copy. It iaga
gemeratlon so remote, so 1llegible§ so}gistinct where it 1s not illegible -

that I cammot make out the hﬂentificatlon of the government form or be
certain of some of the printing on it,

The heading 1s "RUTHORIZATION FOR POST-MORTEM EXAMINATION". Whether
or not i%& 1s even a copy of an original document ls uncertain, far two of
the three lires specifically calling for "signature" are typed in. These
are the names of the Commanding Office&GCaptain R. 0. Canada; and
"authority to eonsent", where the word "wife" is typed in;jgke name of "Mrs.
JOhn F. Kermedy" (with the error "JOhn" in the typing), the address, "White
‘House"™. The one signature appears to be that of Robert Kennedy.

Two other entries on this form dlspel any basis for suppression of tr
autopsy or any parts thereo{)such as the pictures and x-ray%}and end forevea

the question of ownership of the documents of the autopsy, which never,

legally, really existed, anywaye.
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Abeve the "signatures", with genercus blank space separatling them
from the printed words, is this agreement: "Authority is also granted for
the preservatlon and study of all tissue which may be removed. This
authority shall be limited only by the conditions expressly stated below".
"Below" 1s blank paper, not "conditions" or any other reservatlons. Thereb;
any condltions or reservations are walved.

If there ever had been any doubt of whose property the mkm autopsy
and everything related wt;h itis (and in my mind, as the correspondence
appendix shows, there never was} the last werds of the flrst printed
sentence ::g that. They refer to the form and any other papers, to be

"attached to this form for permanent file". Permanent filel! Exactly what

I had reported to the government in protest against the ille gal handling
of the pictures and X-rays - and let us not forget what 1s more important -
the giijt.?%'g“;.les, those quintessential autopsy notesl! |

Handwr it ten numbers added to the third page of this set ofl the
autopsy report seem to translate 7xl4 mm into 7/25 by 4/25 inch, 1} cm into
5.6 inch. (Here I note that another copy of zkkmzxesiy the allegedly
identlcal document, also from File J.F.K. 1 has two notations handwrltten
on page six, adjacent to the descriptions of the fatal and non-fgtal wounds
These are "#3 Shot" and "#1 Shot".

The Slbert-0'Nelll so-called FBI "aubtopsy"reporty is in thls file, in
a version photographlcally reduced in size from the arlginal and Xeroxed
from File 7, wheee it is follos 280-8 of the first part. File 7 1s one of
the larger collectlons of individudl reports Into book-size documents. It
requires gbout % four Iinches of thickness when bound into two geparate
volumes. There is special interest: File 7 warrants a short digression.
The last very large hunk of it was entirely suppressed. Although most of
the individual reports are but a page or two in length, by "request" -

read order - of the FBI, pages L9l through 777 are™withheld" -read suppress
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Exhibit 307 xn sllegedly ie printed (17H29-48). Fart of it{ DELATAEY

But
filork 7 % Gait owey ez xhp yenbere REx A8 ik ex zo & tranemitzx Wot one of the item listed ebove;

Nor is this FRS receipt, which ¥ zot from File 371 and which in the upper riqht-hand
T haa the identifica'tion'cf = -
ezenerziex identtfiedzady"Comission No. 371“

Does the readsr beliave that in the 1nve=tigatinn of the murder of U’Presi-

— S — —em MESENC R — — 77"‘7

dent such items of evidence mss the certificate of death, 8 letter on the anplicsble law

nowehere deuc ibed, not mentioned in umes tastimony), and tha hesrt oqfthe ‘sutopsy

- regort, the "notes of the axamining doctor“, should be included in the evidence= His

Oammi acdnn +n inwactimota thic mindaw Aanmad mthoned oo &8 anA mimmracosd saonh ond owaru ANA
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officisl search be made by the Archives, Their seerch,xizm reported in tke

corraspondence ap;aYdix, confirmed mine, The suppression is total, These items,

Ma i
the beginninglpaint of sny serious‘investigation, have been denisd even the erchive,

)

such is the archive tn the murder of this President!

|

There is no doubt thet the "notes of the exsming doctor"existed after %:

“auelk sizned the receipt. Nor is there any doubt about the nsture of these notss. They %
ere the sntirs besis of the sutopsy. 1t i1s not in those incomplete msrginal notes §
Dr. Boswell kidied ma';tar”renorter of the Seltimore bun into belisving that ﬁuma ;:5
used in writing his report, but these notes, m=ée for that Amcse. Others heve - %
IF- %

2R

iznored whet I immedistely concluded wmxre wes “umes' vitel testimony (THITEWASH 596)

MR

T—

I

"These are verious notes in long-hsnd, or copies, rether, of verious notes in long-
h nd mede by myself, in pert during the performesnce of the exsminetion of the late
Fresident, snd in psrt sfter the exemination when I wes prapsring to heve & typewritten

report made".

The key words here srs "during the verformesnce of th: exsmination™. These are

aada

the missing’notes. Those Bumes mede thereefter are in the file snd the exhibit, bsceuse
’ to orirt ﬂrlﬁ'—ny
’gy servegovass Comnission purposesi Thus, whet “umss burned -imagine burning eny-
thing historicslly snd legslly importsnt in the investigation of the murdsr of a
Pre=ident.' and imsgine a Commission that, hearing of this, wes silent!- could not
heve = been in his hend when he testified four months &fter the burning. Thisz 1is
no refersnce to the first d-eft of the sutopsy, burned sfter Uswald wes murdered, when

thers would be no crcss exsmination =f the sutopsy surgeons. Inese are the vitsl besis

of the sntire sutopsy repert thet were in Humes hend, did exist, at lesst in & Xeroxed

i

S R

copy, are required to heve been printed in Exhibit 397 end sre not, are required to be

in file 3'? 1 end are not, that the government suppresses.

hﬂ.I_is is the wey the murdsr of Fohn ¥, Zemmedy wss investigated -by

the suppression snd destruction of the most fundsmentsl evidence. And this by the %
w

government that succeaded his, by the government thet ceme into power by his murdsr, B
&

the murder it sllegedly wes investigating! i &
zedly £8 ng',‘f.-.’. b e E%

/——" 'But to return to this psrticular copy of the sutopsy rsport, fg
- i

il This is not en isolated surpression. Throughout this book there are %3%

i

repested ceses like it, perticulerly in the Postscript, where there is further refersnce g‘;
* suppressed Wt £

to tHe :ﬂmnmnnﬁm;; Temedy family and the/pictures 284 f-rays. P
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Now, with File 7 we are a bit better situated than with most cases
of suppression. Here there ls a name index. I have made a listing of

Lmlela=ide e ;ﬁiﬁLL/'

the names on the almost 300/ suppressed pages. There is one /©onsistent
pattern to these names: radical right. Here there is a prima facie case
of the FBI ordering suppression for the protectlion of those whose politiecal
bed Is warm to Hoover, those from whom he derives hls political support,

those with whoge ldeas he is most comfortable amd whose ldeas he expresses,

witk moderate language.

Without something that Hoover has made Impogsible, close emamination
of what he has suppressed, 1t 1s hot possible to tell the whole gtory of
File 7 and its contents. On one scors, however, there is no doubt whatso-
ever: the recurrent, identifiable mmes are radical right names. But is

Hhtin
it concelvable that 1in a fille of almost 800 Pages,(E_ﬁﬁi;a - in one big,
unbroken mouthful - can by pure accident be suppressed by the FBI? Ts it
also accidental that these have the straln of radlical right woven through
them?

In File 7, the Sibert#0'Neill report has a cover page added. It
reads, "A. AUFOPSY OF BODY OF PRESIDENT JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY"r Aside
from those coples made by other means or other varietieg of g;;;¥;mach1nes,
this bears the printed ldentiflication of two dlffergggﬁﬁachines. Attached
are an additicnal Sibert-0'Nelll report of November 27. Its four para=-
grapha cover their interview with Gerald A. Behn, Secret Sertice Special
Agent in Charge of the Whlte House detall., It describes the %i¥g;iﬁrd
mamer in which Bullet 399 showed up in Washlington, how haphazardly and
belatedly a piece of the Presidenmt's skull and tullet fragments also were
found in the car., TIts concluding paragraph repeats Kellerman's promise,
that "the undeveloped photographs and Xsmayx x-rays (Lil-fol 1lit) made

during the course of the autopsy...could be made avallable to the Fedehal
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Bureau of Investigation on request", further establlshing that there is no
reason for the WBI to have been uninformed about the autopsy report, if,
Indeed, 1t was.

Next are the recelpts to the Navy Hospital for what the Secret
Service took or got, including these undevelopdd picturss and X-rays and
"notes of the examlning doctor which is described in letter of transmittal
of Nov. 25, 1963 by Dr. Gallaway".(fol 1lit). These notes are part of
File 371, which also includes much less legible copies than exlst of the
handwritten autopsy, etc. Missing are what is required to be in this file
(WHITEWASH 183), those identical autopsy notes covered by Admiral Galloway's
eplstle of Wovember 25. ©Oddly, however, File 371 ' was not recelved untll
February 7, 196l.

Also in"J.F.X. i-1" is a Xerox of a "certified copy" of what is
politely ealled the "ingquest" held in Dallas. TIn It #ke Justice of the
Peace s Theran Ward, "certified" ﬁhat particulér proceeding was consummated
almost two weeks prior to the aésassinationl It conbtains this language:

"Witness my hand, officially, this 10th day of November A.D. 1963".

How careful everyone was to be precise, to agssure accuracy and
completeness when this Presldent was murderedl )

There 1s a copy of Secret Service Elmer Moore's report of Decenber is
/— ~ " 1In which that Service found other than the Commisslon, that from the
Qutopsy report, the Zapruder movie and other evidence later misinterpreted
by the Commission, all that could be condluded about the trajector{ s ég;g
that 1t was "to the rear anmd sbove the level of the President", hardly
indicating a trajectory to the 66-foot high sixth-floor window. This report
contains a number of other things not supporting the official account.

A gingle page - the fifth -~ of the FBI supplemental Report of
January 9, is Xeroxed and filed here (as it is in*ng-Ef. It 1s originally
File 107.
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Tllegible, remote-generation coples of Specter's two March 12, 196%,
reports of his interviews with the autopsy doctors and Sibert and 0'Neill
are included. They are so pale and close to 1llegible that thelr purpose
cannot be serious. BRecause the remalnder of the document 1s so much paleg
the correction of the single word previously referred to, that says the
President's rear non-fatal wound was in the "back", ls more visible here.

An equally 1llegible, equally pale copy of an uninformative press
release dated March 16y says only that four members of the Commission,
listed, heard the three autopsy doctors testify.

Finally, there 1s a letter from J. Edgar Hoover to Rankin, dated
March 18, answering negatively an inquiry by Melvin Eisenberg about
several possible sclentiflic, tests.

[ Lane . O rrnw »ﬁélﬂ el ” ”

And that ‘is the entilre content of the entlire autopsy file of the
Presldent's Gomgission on the Assass{nation of President Kennedyl

Tt 1s not a file, it 1s a frivolity.

Tt does not contaln what is essential., It contains not a single
reference to any effort to obtain what was not gpoon-fed the Commission by
the federal police. More, it cort alns no single clue that the Commission
of eminences, on their own a under proddirg, ever, in any way, dld anything
to get the missing data that it shougi have had - could not have discharged
its responsibilities without having. ﬁg;/gxample is the autopsy notes,

which mere not burned armd are official /in 1ts evidence, from which they

d‘u‘z’ {o (\,h'\‘\'ﬂntcc
have been gubtbede

This, too, is one way to"™nvestigage" the murder of a President!

S i-, o it od A
The Connally files are, similarly, repetésions of pleces of other

Neda- space

files. They contain repetitlive reporting of federal police conclusions,

that a separate shot hit Connally. Because the se are destructive of the
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Report, thelr suppresslon from that Report and the appended volumes is
comprehensible., They contain FBI Interviews with close witnesses of the
assassination who were not called as wltnesses. Several documents reflect
poorly on the Dallas police. These Include an "arrest revort on investiga-
tive prisoner" that, with fine Jjudliclal impartiality, says Oswald was
arpested because, "This man shot and killed Presidert John F. Kennedy and
Police Officer J. D. Tipoit. He also shot and wounded Governor John
Connally". ©No ifs or buts. The pollce wrapped it up to begin with. No
fotling with Investligatlons for theml!

The second file (on the "wounds") 1s carefully gutted to remove the
docurents I gnalyze earlier that show the size of the fragment remaining
in the Governor's thigh. No reason to spread the disproof of the Report
too widely, was there? It also has the proof that the Secret Service
phonied its "charts" on the Governor's wounds (WHITEWASH 177, 199). The
Commigsion was discreet: 1t suppressed this from its Report. Neo need to
embarrass the Secret Service, either. After all, they were only“investligat
ing" the murder of a PresidentJ Need they have bothered doctors when they
could draw lines and hen-scratches on blank charts themselves, and very
neatli;ﬁ'The fact is, the Becret Service markings werelcloser to what the
Commigsion wanted than the reality. That was thoughtful, wasn't it! That
this proof of fakery is not in the Report 1s no# accident. The boses,
personally, knew about 1t. The handwritten acknowledgment of J. Lee
Rankin, dated February 19, ls included. When the Secret Service tried so
hard to make the evidence fit the crime, like shots from the sixth-floor
window, "moving" the Governor around - in charts - so his wounds would seem
to line up, etec,, the Commission owed it a slight consideration fr its
"agsistance!

In short, there 1s nothing I had not already located elsewhere in

these Connally files, There 1s no need to delay the reader with what would
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Wasiington, D.C. 20408

Saptenber 14, 1967
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Hr. Harold Weisberg
Coq 4°0r Presa
Hyattatowmm, Maryland 20734k

Dear Mr. Yeisberg:

This i mrcplywmhthrorlugu:tﬁcmnm of the
Harren Cosmiasiom.

The relevant files of the Commssion o ucd comtaim coples of the
following documants in which you wre intoreated:

1. The original Perrie statement vhich i3 trapsscrided ia
Commission Document 205. The Commisoica’s record copy
of thie statement is the tromscription, of which a copy
vas furnished to you.

2. Covering lstiters or mszorands relating to perts of the
autopsy protocol, other thon ths memorsnda of C. B. Galloway
dated November 25, 1903, amd James J. Rowley dated December 20,
1663. Copies of thess have been furnished to you.

3« A document showing the distribution of the eight original
copies of the autopsy protocol.

4. The receipt for the sutopsy photographs éad z-rays signed
by Roy Eellermen. .

The page in CD 87, folder 1, that beers Ceatrol He. 146, does not con-
Lain a atatement by J. lee Rankin comcerning thae bullets in Officer
Tippit, nos do the mext few pages coatain this statemen:. The note ou
this page (No. 146) comesrning ths shells found in Lee Harvey Oswald's
plstol was apparently writtem by Jemes J. Rowley. BEnclosmed are cooiee
of this pags and of the FBI report of an imterview with Robert Ma~Nei ! .
*» wiso enclose coples of two zeworanda comcerning Governor Tonnoll:
wounds that have previowsly baen made avai{lable for research as yare
e files relating to films, photographs, tape recordings, And prets
ziipoings (the “MP" files).

Aeep Freedm in Your Future With U.S. Savings Bonds
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by now be but redundant expositlon of thelr flimsiness and lack of support
%ﬁdthe offic ial verslon of the assassination. They reflect well on no
gfficials and do not help the Report.

There is nothing in them that fosters confidence in the integrity

of any persons or agencles Involved in the investigation or in the Repart

itself.

1 L""i

During the course of my protracted efforts to shakefgome of the

"withheld" sutopsy evidence lecse, I sought information from the Archivist.
His entire lstter of September 1, from which I guote, appears In the
correspondence appendix., Here I think that 1t 1s appropriate to note that,
relative to the autopsy, what 1s not in the autopsy flle is also not else-
where in the "relevant files™ - and should exist. These include:

oLt/ = *Marked, attached 24l

‘? (The first item 1s appropriate to my bookbosWALD IN NEW CRLEANS. It

discloses that the Commlssion's files do not include the original statement

L Leage Lt

David W. Ferrle provided the FBI. When,the alteratlions known to have been
made in some of these statements is conslidered; this 1s signiflcant in-
telligence. No jerkwater court in the most blighted part of the country
would accept anything less than the avallable original doaument.,)

In short, what this part of my Investigation proves is that the
essentlal orlglinal evidence of the murder amd the lmvestigatlon of‘it is
lacking. The files do not show who got what of the evidence, what any of
them did or did not do with it. In fact, it is not possible_?oﬂin‘aﬁy way
account for any of the original coples of the autopsy report, ﬁhich.is as B
novel a concept of evidence as it 1s an origlnal method of "investigating"
the murder of a Presidentl

To those who may wonder if 1t 1s, indeed, the way the murder of a
Presldent should be officlally inguired into, I can say only that this is 4k

the way the murder of John F. Kennedy was "investigated " and 'solved"l!




