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tnougn no governmentad or other fands were

available to re-check these or any other points.
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bcm_ L.L:rpnwd to hear it

as it 6id not seem thrft dif ;-mlf to ]111,., cnice r‘E\e
author had ii ited Dallas and sat in the actual
'window u:%:';d"*\‘ Oswald. The author and his
two young sons ¢ fler undartosk a series of
lbnr’*h\' A HE ',‘ir:-rl; uch experiments to de-
termine whether the. moolmg was indeed feasi-

ble, as al%mr by the Warren C.o*mms.a:cm

‘These experiments haw been Leporft‘d in de-

: mi elsewhere,10, 11 and indicated  that it

should have been qmte. casy to acéomplish.

- While noug of these ekperiments turned up
.my discrcpancies on the ‘particular points of
fact which were investigated concerning the
~contentions of the Warren Commission Repoit, -
there were still certain q1i*si—ioﬁs§i11 the mind of
the author, sdch as, “Why the lack-of sufficient
downward angulation in the official Warren
Co'n"“r:ssron diagram of th{. rieck wounds?" (if

Oswald had | beon tm, s} ool_ci), ‘Exactly what

“amination throughout the entire day of 7

was their i and was there any evi-

all of another ;:1i<si!e in the body,
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icpee at

“a\.-\, enteved cither from the back

which ntight
or from ai ny other direction? Furthes more, the
maguitade of the hca.u' wound, as showp in ihe

diagram, did not match the expectations of the

ranther as to the severity to be anticipated, if

Oswald, had

between the dlasrams in the

been the shooter. The differences

Warren Commis-
sion Report (Figs. 1 and 6) and the duoserip-
tions of the wounds in the testimony® before
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the Commission and in the 196 § “panct”

port® seomed b yequire clarification. The au-
refore applicd for permission to siudy

the autopsy x-rays and photographs in 1966
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and again in 1968, this time under the mis-

taken assus npe don that the five ~year restriction

ram from the date of Presidént Kennedy’s death
in 1963, rather than from 1966, when they
were tumned over to the National Archives.

He was instructed to 1o-a
he did, sul
baﬂistac :u“:d_ot'm‘.r cxperiments, as published

apply in 1971, which

bmitting as refercnces, reprints of his.

in the scientific literature, relevant to President
Kennedy's assassination and also several of
his publications on Lincoln’s death.s 10, 13, 27, 28

Fe reccived u lotter from Dr. James B.
Rhoads, Archivist of the United States, dated 4
January 1972, stating that he had been granted
sermiission o examine the autopsy pholographs
and x-rays, by Mr. Burke Marshall, Deputy

Pean of the. Yele Law School, who had been
designated by the Kennedy
which applicants would be granted permission

to stiidy the evidence. Pr. Rhoads invited him

family to decide

to make an appointment for the examination
of these maferials, and he conducted this cx-
Janu-
ary 1972 undcr_securiiy conditions, at the MNa-

tional Archives. The only restriction imposed

‘was that he should not trace or photograph any

of the items.



Students of the Warrcn Conmission 2

have repeatadiy rafsed certaln questions, so

that somre of the qt.m g it the aitlor’s raind -
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Qr A.l“d‘.’.aﬂ. the {hw that if‘:f“. \\.-.n"L{..: in ths
back ¢ "d > front of i’r-.\: peck were indesd
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ihrough-nnd- ima’“Wh“

cvidence visible on the

photographs  or x-rays, to indicate which

wounds wighi be “wennds of enbry™ or Yexit,”
and possibly which dircetion the bulici was
traveling, in each casc?
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e Won the dowoward angle of the eliesed

1 ibe neck {which the War-

ended was from “back-to-

enough to bDe combatible with

perch, oF was it more “parabiel-

with-the-ground,” as shiown in the official sche-

matic dipgram®® in- the Warzen Comission
Rt‘por{:'? (¥g. 13- I.

~ 6 Was 1t po.‘;sibie ..th_:!-_t the, above nock
wounds could have been inflicted from in
front, or [rom cither side?

© Were the positions of the bullet holes in
body and in the back of the
coat (and shirt) so far apart as {o be irtecon-
C]iﬁb"" 5, e

the back of the

Was there any evidence, such as wounds,

feformations. or tracks of welal fragments run-

‘ming in any directi ion ather than “back to
front” in President Xenncdy's head or body,
such.as fron: cither side, or from the front, to
indicatc that a third bullet might have struck
him? if <o, might it have come from the “gras-

sy knoll” on his right, from the inficld of

Dealey Ploza on the Ielt, or from the railroad

overpass (o his front?
e Were the extent and character of .the

scalp and skull “wounds-of-cxit™ severe enough

to he compalible with those expected to be

causzd by & h igh -po" ered ruilitary 1ifle bullet,
'.-,:-101}'».-' of Dr. Humes?
crale, as de p‘" ted

'\ rik..\ xJ\...
O T oWore ‘-_'i'}n."\’
i the oflicial diagrams™ in the Warren Com-

nisston Repoit? (g, 6)
€ Weore there any fodings rc

“In whar direction (iic.l President

avant to the
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fer 3 wwas strick??

Kennody's head move al

‘ii‘r‘in!r‘._ VECWC(}. af. ﬂ'l%S ex-

frem the right mnd
art of the face, neck,
t {9 prinis).

(¢} The head and neck viewed from the
{7 pi‘iT‘;f.‘:’-). _ :
head viewed from: behind (4

houlder bud 1!;)1?L‘:t' ches

rasial cavily with brain removed
. {4 prints). g w
(I} The'back of the body including neck (4
© o prints). '
{g) The Brain vicwed from below after its
removal (4 (ransparencies). The brain
from above, three views. Biack and

whitz negatives
the brain were 'ah:o pluscnt
The quality of almost all of ‘these photo-

v

graphs was good, and in the very fow instances

where one phetograph was slightly out of fo-
ilar view usnally was in focus. The 4

cus, & Sin

%05 color transparencics were the sharpest of

“all, and peovided the clue as to the prope

oricatation of the photos of the empty brain
case, which were otherwise confusing. There
was also a roll of “120” film which had been
spéik:el by unrolling it in the lisht and a nota-



