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LI VE BY THE SWORD
Did Attenpts to Kill Castro Backfire on JFK?*

Mchael T. Giffith

[Editor's Note: In his book, LIVE BY THE SWORD, Gus Russo
attenpts to establish that, in assassinating JFK, Lee GCswald
was acting as an agent of Fidel Castro. Such an approach
begs the question of whether or not Oswald shot JFK and,
as Mchael Giffith denonstrates, falls far short--on
many grounds--of establishing either proposition.]

In his book LIVE BY THE SWORD: THE SECRET WAR AGAI NST CASTRO AND THE DEATH
OF JFK (Baltinore: Bancroft Press, 1998), Gus Russo argues that only one
man, Lee Harvey Oswal d, shot President Kennedy, but that Oswald did it at
the urging of Fidel Castro's agents and that Cuban intelligence nay have
paid Oswald in advance to carry out the deed. Russo provides a great deal of
val uabl e, interesting information. But he al so nakes nunerous invalid clains
and often fails to discuss relevant evidence that contradicts his
conclusions. What follows is a presentation of sone of the errors and

om ssions in Russo's book.

1. Russo says that at least once in all the series in the various "GCswal d"
rifle tests, at least one rifleman was able to score two hits (p. 477). This
is incorrect. Inthe CBSrifle test, NOT ONE of the el even expert shooters
scored two hits on the first attenpt, and seven of themfailed to do so on
ANY attenpt. This is especially revealing because the CBS test was the nost
realistic to date. The test used a noving target sled and a 60-foot tower.
The test fairly closely sinulated the conditions under which Oswald woul d
have had to fire. And, as nentioned, not one of the expert riflemen in the
test scored two hits on his first attenpt, and seven of themfailed to do so
on any attenpt, even though, unlike Oswal d, the CBS shooters fired nine
practice rounds prior to the test and were not required to fire through a
hal f -open wi ndow in a cranped area

2. Russo says the marksmen in the Warren Conmission's (WC) rifle tests "cane
close” to duplicating the WC's version of Oswald's feat, i.e., two hits out
of three shots in 5.6 seconds (p. 476). One wonders how Russo is defining
"close" here. The three Master-rated riflenmen who took part in the tests

nm ssed the head and neck area of the target boards 20 out of 21 tinmes! And
this, even though the target boards were stationary, even though the
riflemen were firing fromonly a 30-foot el evation, and even though two of
the riflenmen took | onger than 6 seconds to fire. None of the Wo's rifle
tests involved noving targets or firing fromthe sanme el evation from which
Oswal d supposedly fired.

3. Russo says "the nost inpressive" Oswald rifle sinulation was the one
performed in 1994 by Todd Wayne Vaughan (p. 476). But Vaughan didn't use a
novi ng target and not once did he get off three shots in less than 6
seconds. Furthernore, on the day of the test, Vaughan fired fourteen shots
prior to starting the test, a luxury Oswald would not have had. Nor did
Vaughan fire from an el evation, as Oswald would have had to do. Russo says
Vaughan "never received any formal firearns training, had never been in the
mlitary, had never worked a bolt-action weapon, and had never even fired a



hi gh-powered rifle before.” First of all, the Mannlicher-Carcano rifle is
not a "high-powered rifle"--it's at best a mediumvelocity weapon. Russo
fails to mention that Vaughan is an experienced hunter, with sonme 15 years
of experience in ainmng at and hitting noving targets. So it's no surprise
t hat Vaughan was able to hit stationary targets froma |level position--yet,
as mentioned, he never once fired all his shots in |less than 6 seconds.

It should be pointed out that the only way one can assune a | one gunman
woul d have had nore than 6 seconds to fire is to assune he fired before the
I i mousi ne passed beneath the intervening oak tree and that he conpletely

m ssed the entire limusine with this first and closest shot. This would
mean the gunman woul d have had to niss the huge |inousine, which was about
20 feet long and over 6 feet wide, fromless than 140 feet away and from 60
feet up. Even the Warren Conmi ssion |abeled the first-shot-miss scenario an
“i nmprobability."

4. Russo says he consulted with "nunerous marksnen and current Marine
trainers" and that all of themsaid Oswald' s alleged shooting feat would
have been "sinple" (p. 465). That's odd, because | interviewed a former Arny
sni per and a conpetition rifleman, and both said Oswald' s alleged shooting
performance woul d have been very difficult. In addition, the nbost renowned
sni per of the 20th Century, Carlos Hathcock, |ikew se said Oswal d's supposed
shooting feat would have been very difficult, and Hat hcock added he didn't
believe that only one man shot Kennedy. The Arny sniper with whom | spoke
said his instructors invited the students in his sniping class to try to
duplicate Oswal d's supposed shooting feat, and that not one of them could do
it. Former Marine sniper Craig Roberts is another sniping expert who says
Oswal d' s al l eged shooting feat woul d have been very difficult and that no
one man coul d have done the shooting. If Oswald' s alleged shooting feat
woul d have been so easy, why hasn't anyone ever scored two hits in three
shots against a noving target froma 60-foot elevation using a Carcano rifle
in 6-8 seconds on the first attenpt? It should be renmenbered that Oswal d
woul d have had only one attenpt, that he had no chance to fire "practice
rounds" that day, and that he was wi dely regarded as a rather poor shot by

t hose who saw hi m shoot.

5. Russo says that "an FBI sharpshooter, using Oswald's rifle, fired three
rapid-fire rounds and i nmedi ately took paraffin tests. Both his hands and
cheek tested negative" (p. 463). Russo is taking the Warren Comm ssion's
word on this point. But when Harol d Wi sberg recei ved what appeared to be
records on these tests as a result of a FOA suit, he discovered a different
story:

ERDA [the Energy and Research and Devel oprment Admi ni strati on]

decided to give nme copies of its records. . . . These records
i ncluded the results of a nunber of test firings with that rifle
[the all eged nurder weapon] and the paraffin test nade on those
who fired it. The test firing |left heavy deposits on all the
shooters faces, quite the opposite of what the paraffin test of
Oswal d's face disclosed. (NEVER AGAIN, p. 337)

As Weisberg nmentions, the paraffin test of Oswald s cheeks was negative,
suggesting he had not fired a rifle recently. However, | should add that
paraffin tests aren't always reliable and that police departnments stopped
using thema long tinme ago.

5. Russo says rifle amo has | ong been snokeless (p. 471). This is



erroneous. Even the House Select Comrittee on Assassinations' (HSCA)
firearns panel debunked this nyth. I've been in the Arny 19 years and have
fired nunerous tinmes with the M16 rifle--even that rifle's amo
occasional ly produces visible snoke. O, |look at the footage of the SLA
shootout with police in California in the 1970s--many of those rifles
produced very visible puffs of snobke. O, | ook at the footage of sniper
Charles Whitman fromthe 1960s, when he fired at college students froma
tower on a college canmpus in Texas--you can see puffs of snobke generated
fromsome of his weapons after the shot rings out..

6. Russo cites the story of Howard Brennan (p. 295). Brennan bel atedly
identified Oswald as the man he saw shooting fromthe sixth-floor w ndow.
What Russo doesn't nmention is that Brennan's boss said Brennan appeared to
have been badgered by federal agents into naking this identification. Russo
also fails to mention that Brennan, who had remarkabl e di stance vision, saw
no scope on the rifle that he saw fired fromthe wi ndow. Brennan wasn't the
only witness who saw no scope on the sixth-floor rifle before or during the
shooting, either. Yet, the alleged nurder weapon had a scope on it when it
was found on the sixth floor of the Texas School Book Depository. Another
fact that Russo onmits is that Brennan said the nman in the sniper's w ndow
was wearing a light-colored shirt. Al of the other w tnesses who saw a
gunman in the sixth-floor wi ndow |ikew se said he was wearing a
light-colored shirt. The problemis that Oswald wore a rust-brown shirt to
wor k that day, and was seen in that shirt on the second floor of the
building less than two ninutes after the shots were fired.

7. Russo says Kennedy's reaction to the non-fatal bullet strike was a
"Thorburn's response” (p. 297). One only has to | ook at Thorburn's own
illustration of the Thorburn position to see that Kennedy's arnms clearly
were not in this position when he visibly reacted to a wound after the

i mousi ne energed from behind the freeway sign (see Thorburn's illustration
in John Lattiner, KENNEDY AND LI NCOLN, New York: Harcourt, Brace,

Johanovi ch, 1980, p. 244, figure 99). Dr. Gary Aguilar, an MD., regards the
theory that Kennedy's reaction was a Thorburn response as inpl ausible.
Wal | ace M| am has done consi derabl e research on this issue and has shown the
Thor burn-response theory is invalid (see Dr. Lattiner and the Great Thorburn
Hoax) .

8. Russo attenpts to explain the violent backward notion of Kennedy's head
and upper body with the jet-effect theory (p. 298). This theory says the
right-frontal explosion that we see in the Zapruder film pushed Kennedy
violently backward and to the left. This is nobst unlikely. Dr. Larry
Sturdivan, a wound ballistics expert, testified to the HSCA that this
right-frontal explosion would have produced little notion, and that what
smal | amount of novenent it might have generated woul d have pushed Kennedy
straight to the left, not backward and to the left. Several other schol ars
have rejected the jet-effect theory, including two physicists. Proponents of
the singl e-shooter scenario have | ong had troubl e explai ni ng why Kennedy's
upper body noves violently backward if he was supposedly shot only from

behi nd. Anot her theory offered to explain this apparent contradiction is

t hat Kennedy's backward notion resulted froma neuronuscul ar reaction. This
was the theory that Dr. Sturdivan offered to the HSCA as his explanation for
Kennedy's rapid backward novenent. But this theory is just as problematic
and inplausible as the jet-effect theory. | asked Dr. Robert Zacharko, a
Canadi an professor of neuroscience, about the neuronuscul ar-reaction theory.
He said it was absurd and that those who advance it don't understand
neuronuscul ar reactions or how the brain works. |'ve seen war filns and



execution filnms that show nen being shot in the head. In those films (at
least in all the ones |I've seen) the victins always go |linp inmediately, and
their heads nove in the same direction as the bullet. The nobst |ogica

expl anation for Kennedy's fierce backward novenent, assum ng the existing
Zapruder filmis pristine, is that it was caused by a shot fromthe front.
Dr. M chael Kurtz:

Had the commttee [the HSCA] exhibited interest in discovering the
true explanation of the backward novenent of Kennedy's head, it
woul d have studied the evidence about human, rather than ani nal
response to bullet wounds. The committee, in fact, already
possessed one instance provided in its investigation of the
assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. As Dr. King |eaned
forward on the balcony outside his notel room a bullet fired from
the front struck himin the jaw, tore through his nmouth, and

expl oded into his neck. According to Sturdivan's analysis, this
front-entering bullet should have propelled Dr. King forward off
the bal cony onto the ground bel ow. Instead, the bullet knocked Dr.
King violently backward, causing himto fall on his back on the
bal cony floor. Countless other exanples, including war filns of

sol diers shot in the head, verify w thout exception the fact that
bullets striking people in the head cause the head to nove in the
direction of the path of the bullet. (CRIME OF THE CENTURY: THE
KENNEDY ASSASSI NATI ON FROM A HI STORI AN' S PERSPECTI VE, Knoxvill e:
Uni versity of Tennessee Press, 1983, pp. 178-179. One of Dr.
Kurtz's sources is footage from BBC-TV' s program "The Battle of
Stalingrad" in its THE WORLD AT WAR seri es)

9. Russo spends three pages tal king about WC nenber Senator Richard
Russell's objections to the Comm ssion's final report (pp. 371-373). Russo
fails to nention that Russell rejected the Comm ssion's infanpbus and

i mpl ausi bl e single-bullet theory (which Russo accepts).

10. Russo accepts the HSCA' s trajectory study as strong evi dence of the

| one-gunman scenari o (pp. 444-445). Apparently Russo is unaware that the

aut hor of that study used a questionable |ocation for the back wound. In one
of the HSCA's drawi ngs of the alleged trajectory through Kennedy's neck
Kennedy's head is | eaning noticeably forward and his head is tilted markedly
forward, in order to get the trajectory to line up with the sixth-floor

wi ndow. However, no film or photo shows Kennedy in such a position during
the tinme period of the first hit. A few years ago a |aser trajectory

anal ysis in Deal ey Plaza conducted by ballistics and crinme-scene experts
found that the back-wound shot traced backward to a | ower floor of the
Dal - Tex Building. A research teamfrom St. Martin's Press studied the HSCA' s
trajectory analysis and found numerous problens with it (see Bonar

Menni nger, MORTAL ERROR, New York: St. Martin's Press, pp. 238-248).

11. Russo clainms the sixth-floor sniper's nest was "literally blanketed with
OGswal d's prints" (p. 444). This isn't just wong, it's erroneous. Not a
single fingerprint of Oswald's was found on any of the boxes that were used
to make the shield behind the sniper's nest. Nor were Oswald's prints found
on any of the boxes under and between which the alleged nurder weapon was

hi dden. Of the four boxes that were positioned near the sniper's w ndow,
Oswal d's prints were found on only two of them However, since Oswald worked
at the Depository and handl ed nmany boxes in the course of his daily duties,
the presence of these prints proves nothing. Mreover, only three of

Oswal d's prints were found on those two boxes, and their distribution was



such that they could easily and | ogically have been made during the routine
nmovenment of the boxes. In fact, what is puzzling is that MORE of Oswald's
prints weren't found on the boxes, especially if, as the Conm ssion cl ai ned,
he was the one who used themto construct the "gun rest."” One of the three
prints was found on the box BEHI ND the so-called "gun rest."” Only two of
Oswal d's prints were found on the boxes constituting the "gun rest" itself,
and both of them were on the sanme box, at the corners. Why were only two of
OGswal d's prints found on those boxes, when one of the Dallas police
detectives left multiple prints on all the boxes he handl ed?

12. Russo accepts all of the research and findings of the various HSCA
experts, all except the acoustical experts, whose findings contradict
Russo' s | one-shooter scenario (pp. 444-445). The HSCA's acoustical experts
anal yzed a police dictabelt recording and concluded (1) that it was made in
Deal ey Pl aza during the assassination, (2) that it contai ned four inpulses
that were caused by gunshots, i.e., FOUR SHOTS, and (3) that one of those
shots, to a degree of certainty of 95 percent or better, canme fromthe
grassy knoll. Russo cites the National Academy of Sciences' (NAS) negative
review of the HSCA's acoustical research as his reason for rejecting the
acoustical evidence. Russo doesn't mention that one of the HSCA's acoustica
experts responded to the NAS' s criticisns. So has Dr. David Scheim who

hol ds a doctorate in math from M T. Nor does Russo nmention that the HSCA
acoustical experts traced the grassy knoll shot back to a spot behind the
fence on the knoll that was within just a few feet of the location that so
many eyew tnesses identified as a source of gunfire. Last year another
scientist, Dr. D. B. Thomas, reviewed the HSCA's acoustical evidence and the
NAS's critique. He concluded the select conmittee' s acoustical findings
about a grassy knoll shot were valid and that the NAS critique was badly
flawed. Dr. Thomas discussed his findings in an article published in the
forensic science journal SCIENCE AND JUSTI CE (2001, 41:21-32), "Echo

Correl ation Analysis and the Acoustic Evidence in the Kennedy Assassi nation
Revisited."

13. Russo says the HSCA' s phot ographic evidence panel proved the fanopus
Oswal d backyard rifle photos to be genuine, and that two prom nent
phot ogr aphi ¢ experts from Canada and Engl and who had previously questioned
the backyard photos retracted their criticismand agreed "the photos were
genui ne" (p. 444). This is not exactly correct. One of those experts,

Det ecti ve Superintendent Ml col m Thonpson from Scotl and Yard, did NOT accept
a key claimof the HSCA' s photo team Thonpson said he was not convi nced by
the panel's explanation of the disparity between Oswald's chin and the chin
of the figure in the backyard pictures. Furthernore, the HSCA never invited
Thonpson and the other expert to study the original backyard photos.

The HSCA photo panel's work was not exactly inerrant. For exanple, the pane
concluded that all of the backyard photos, including the newly discovered
officer prints, were first generation prints from Gswald' s Inperial Reflex
camera. But this was incorrect. The officer prints were nmade by a copy
canera in the Dallas Police Departnent's crinme |ab (Gary Savage, JFK: FIRST
DAY EVI DENCE, The Shoppe Press, 1993, pp. 131-132). In other words, the
HSCA' s photo experts couldn't tell the difference between copy canera prints
and the original backyard photos. Valid questions remain about the
authenticity of the backyard rifle photos.

14. Russo dism sses the idea that an unusual nunber of assassination
Wi t nesses have died, and he seens to doubt that any of them di ed under
suspi ci ous circunstances (p. 444). Gary Cornwell, the former deputy chi ef



counsel for the HSCA, disagrees. In his recent book on the assassination
Cornwel | says,

The nunber, circunstances and timnm ng of such deaths . . . did
suggest the possibility that witnesses had been sil enced, and
thus, the possibility of conspiracy. (REAL ANSVERS, Pal eface
Press, 1998, p. 97)

Sonme of these deaths have indeed been suspicious or unusual. Potentially key
Wi tness Eladio del Valle was brutally rmurdered in Mam soon after an

i nvestigator fromthe New Ol eans District Attorney's office arrived to
interview him Mfia man Johnny Rosselli, who knew a | ot about the Cl A-Mafia
assassi nation plots agai nst Fidel Castro, was nurdered just before he was
supposed to testify to the HSCA. Cl A agent Gary Underhill clained to have

i mportant information about the assassination, but he was discovered with a
bullet in his head in May 1964. George DeMohrenschil dt, who knew Gswald in
Dal | as and al so had links to the CIA, committed suicide hours before he was
to be interviewed by an HSCA investigator. Cl yde Johnson, a former candi date
for governor in Louisiana, told the New Ol eans DA's office that he had seen
Oswal d with Jack Ruby and Clay Shaw in New Orleans in August 1963. Six years
later, the New Ol eans DA, Jim Garrison, took Shaw to trial on the charge of
havi ng been involved in a conspiracy to kill President Kennedy. C yde
Johnson, however, never testified at Shaw s trial, because he was severely
beat en seven nonths before the trial started, and then he was killed in a
shotgun attack five nonths later. David Ferrie, who by all accounts was a
key wi tness, supposedly comritted suicide just a few days after it was
revealed in the press that Ferrie was a target of JimGarrison's

i nvestigation. Sone believe Ferrie was forcefully fed a fatal dosage of
Prol oi d. The deputy coroner of New Ol eans, Frank M nyard, noted a contusion
on the inside of Ferrie's lower |ip. Mnyard concluded the contusion had
been caused by "sonething traumatically inserted into his nmouth"” (WIIiam
Davy, LET JUSTICE BE DONE: NEW LI GHT ON THE JI M GARRI SON | NVESTI GATI ON
Reston: Jordan Publishing, 1999, p. 67). Ferrie's alleged suicide occurred
on the sane day Eladio del Valle's brutalized body was found in M ani.

15. Russo says "the recovered bullet and bullet fragnments, through
sophi sti cated nucl ear technol ogy, were traced to a rifle that proved to be
owned by Oswal d* (p. 444). This is highly questionable. Russo's referring to
Dr. Vincent Guinn's nuclear activation analysis (NAA) tests that Guinn did
for the HSCA. But other scholars who have exam ned Gui nn's docunentation
argue Guinn msrepresented his data to the conmittee and that in fact
Guinn's NAA did not prove what Guinn said it proved. Dr. Kurtz:

On the surface, the neutron activation analysis tests performed by
Dr. Guinn provided strong support both for the single-bullet
theory and for the contention that the fatal head shot was fired
fromLee Harvey Oswald's rifle. Since the wite fragnments and
Bull et 399 [the alleged "magic bullet"” of the single-bullet

t heory] matched each other, the commttee accepted Dr. Guinn's
thesis that they came fromthe sane bullet. Likew se, the
committee endorsed the Guinn theory that the head and |i nousine
fragnents cane fromthe same bullet.

A nore careful analysis of the neutron activation analysis tests,
however, shows nunerous deficiencies that contest all of Dr
@Quinn's central conclusions. First, of the nore than thirty bull et
fragnments in John Kennedy's head, only two were subjected to the



test. The rest remnined enbedded in brain tissue and skull bone.
That two head fragnents matched each ot her does not nean that
others did so. Second, Dr. Guinn did not anal yze the | arge copper
fragment found in the |inousine. The origin of that fragnent,
therefore, remmins scientifically unproven. Third, Dr. Guinn had
previ ously perforned neutron activation analysis on

Mannl i cher - Carcano amuniti on, one of the bullets being fromthe
same manufacture and production | ot (Western Cartridge Conpany,

| ot 6003) as bullets fromOswald's rifle. NONE of the bullets

mat ched each other. Moreover, Guinn anal yzed pieces of the sane
bullet, and they, too, failed to match. For exanple, the four

pi eces of the bullet fromlot 6003 had figures ranging from?7.9 to
15.9 parts per nmllion (ppm) silver, from80 to 732 ppm
antinony, and from 17 to 62 ppm copper. Dr. Guinn hinself
adnmtted that "sone Mannlicher-Carcano bullets cannot be

di stingui shed fromeach other."

The nost serious shortconming in Dr. Guinn's analysis is his
failure to properly interpret the data fromthe assassination
fragnents. For exanple, the Connally wist fragment contained 25
percent nore silver and 850 percent nore copper than Bullet 399.
It also contained 2400 percent nore sodi um and 1100 percent nore
chlorine, and it contained 8.1 ppm alum num while Bullet 399
contai ned none. Simlarly, the Kennedy head fragnents and

i mousi ne fragnents contai ned wi de disparities in their chem cal
conposition. Guinn and the comnittee, therefore, were hardly
justified in their conclusions about "matches." (CRIME OF THE
CENTURY, pp. 180-181)

16. Russo matter of factly accepts the Dallas Police Departnent's bel ated
claimthat Oswald' s palmprint was found on the all eged nurder weapon (p.
462) . However, there are serious questions surrounding the origin and

di scovery of this print. For exanple, no photograph of the print on the
rifle exists. Why? Because the police |ieutenant who supposedly found and
lifted the print, Lt. J. C. Day, "failed" to photograph the print on the
rifle before he allegedly lifted it off the rifle's barrel. This was a

suspi cious violation of |ong-established standard procedure. Also, the

Dall as police didn't send the print to the FBI until several days |ater
after Oswal d had been shot and his body had been kept in the nmorgue and then
in a funeral home. The FBI agent who took the Mannlicher-Carcano rifle from
Lt. Day insisted Day said nothing about having found any Oswald prints on
the rifle. When the FBI examined the rifle a few hours later, not only did
the FBI fingerprint expert find no prints on the barrel, but he found no

i ndi cati ons what soever that the barrel had even been processed for prints.
Just as odd is the fact that the Dallas police said nothing about the

al | eged discovery of the palmprint until after Oswal d was dead, even though
the print was supposedly found and lifted on Friday night. Journalists with
| ong-establ i shed contacts on the police force were reporting well into that
Saturday, if not that Sunday, that the police had NOT found any Oswal d
prints on the rifle. Yet, during that sanme period, the police and the Dall as
DA's office were quick to trunpet any and all evidence, valid or otherw se,
that they believed they had found of GCswald's guilt. Wiy, then, wasn't the
dramatic, crucial discovery of the palmprint i mediately announced to the
wor | d? Many researchers suspect Oswal d's pal mprint was either planted on
the rifle when his body was at the norgue or that it was taken from Gswal d's
fingerprint card.



17. Russo believes Dale Myers' conputer trajectory reconstruction is

"concl usive" (p. 471). Says Russo, "Myers' work . . . is not only consistent
with the previous studies, and is nmuch nore dramatic, but resolves virtually
the remai ni ng naggi ng nysteries of Dealey Plaza," and "Myers' work is

concl usive that the wounds track back" to the sixth-floor window It's hard
to understand how Russo could feel this way about Myers' work given the

obvi ous problenms with Myers' reconstruction. For starters, in his sinulation
Myers pl aces Kennedy's back wound noticeably higher than where the autopsy
photos place it. In fact, Myers puts the back wound hi gher than where the
FBI placed it on the back of the Kennedy stand-in in the May 24, 1964,
reenactnent in Dealey Plaza. Anyone can verify this fact by conparing Myers
pl acement of the wound as seen in his video to the location of the wound on
the stand-in's back in the well-known photo fromthe May 24 reenactnent (the

photo is found in several books on the assassination; see, for exanple,
Robert Groden, THE KILLI NG OF A PRESI DENT, New York: Viking Studi o Books,
1993, p. 125, which not only shows the Deal ey Plaza reenactnent photo but

al so shows a photo of a WC staffer having to ignore the spot for the back
wound in order to get the single-bullet theory's trajectory to work). It
shoul d be pointed out that FBI ballistics expert Robert Frazier told the WC
that the wound dot on the stand-in's back was based on the autopsy
measurenents (5 H 166). (Franes from Myers' video are shown on pp. 478-479
of Russo's book. The first two frames on page 479 show the reader just how
hi gh Myers places the back wound.)

Anot her problemwi th Myers' reconstruction is that his Kennedy and Connal |y
figures aren't clothed, so there's no way to determ ne the |ocation of the
wounds in relation to the holes in the clothing they were wearing when they
were shot. This is an inportant flaw, since the clothing holes are crucia
evidentiary items. Also, in order to get the single-bullet theory's
trajectory to "line up”" with the sixth-floor wi ndow, Myers has his Kennedy
nodel | eaning so far forward that his back is nearly conpletely off the
seat, a notion that is not shown in the Zapruder film

As for Russo's claimthat Myers' study is consistent with previous
trajectory analyses, this is incorrect. For instance, in the HSCA trajectory
anal ysis, which Russo accepts, the Connally figure is rotated markedly to
the right, by at |east 20-25 degrees, and is shifted so far to the left that
athird of his torso is in between the two junp seats. But, in Mers
reconstruction the Connally nodel is rotated only 15 degrees to the right
and is seated entirely in the right-side junp seat (see photo 28 in MORTAL
ERROR and p. 478 in Russo's book; the HSCA diagramis in MORTAL ERROR and
the relevant frane from Myers' reconstruction is in Russo's book).

18. Russo says Jack Martin recanted his clains that David Ferrie knew Oswal d
(p. 402). But Martin hinmself indicated his retraction was made under
pressure from FBI agents (Davy, LET JUSTICE BE DONE, p. 48). In fact, at the
same time Martin was changing his tune to the FBI, he wote a letter to the
FAA rem ndi ng themthat their case records m ght show that Oswald was in
Ferrie's CAP squadron and that group photos of the squadron m ght show
Oswal d and Ferrie together (years later just such a photo did surface, and
the photo has since been shown in TV docunentaries on the assassination).
What's nore, it's not clear that Martin actually changed his story to the
FBI . The HSCA concl uded the FBI exaggerated the nature of Martin's alleged
"retraction" (see HSCA Report, pp. 143-145).

19. Incredibly, Russo opines that "it is questionable whether Clay Shaw even



knew David Ferrie" (p. 411). Several credible witnesses positively

i dentified Shaw and Ferrie together in Clinton and Jackson, Louisiana, a few
nmont hs before the assassinati on. These wi tnesses said they saw Shaw and
Ferrie in the towns of Clinton and Jackson, that Shaw and Ferrie were riding
in a large black Cadillac, and that the third man traveling with themin the
car (and whom they saw get out of the car) was none other than Lee Harvey
Oswal d. Ferrie had a very odd appearance, which nmade it hard to confuse him
for soneone else. At one point during the visit to Clinton, the Clinton town
mar shal |, John Manchester, went over to the black Cadillac and asked the
driver to identify himself. Manchester testified to the HSCA that the driver
identified hinself as Clay Shaw, and he indicated Shaw even showed him his
driver's license:

HSCA Counsel : The driver of the car identified hinself, did he
not, sir?

Manchester: Yes, sir, he did.
HSCA Counsel : What nane did he give you?

Manchester: He gave Clay Shaw, which corresponded with his
driver's license. (Daley, LET JUSTICE BE DONE, p. 106, quoting
from HSCA docunent #008503)

Sone have suggested the driver was actually Guy Banister. But one of the
Clinton witnesses knew Bani ster and insisted the driver was not Banister
Wl 1liam Davy presents a thorough analysis of the Cinton-Jackson wi tnesses
in chapter eleven of his book LET JUSTI CE BE DONE

19. In all seriousness, Russo argues that Clay Shaw was a liberal, that he
never associated with right-wing extrem sts, and that he adm red Kennedy
(and reportedly even voted for him according to one of Shaw s friends) (p
412). Let's examine just a small amount of the evidence that refutes Russo's
argunents. One of Shaw s close friends was right-wing extrem st Alton
Ochsner. Ochsner openly adnmired the witings of WInpot Robertson, who called
upon citizens of Northern European extraction to take control of Anmerica
fromusurping racial mnorities because Northern Europeans were genetically
superior to mnorities. Ochsner was involved in several radical right-w ng
organi zations. In a 1994 interview, Dan Canpbell, who worked for right-w ng
extrem st Guy Banister, said Shaw was involved with Banister in a gun
runni ng operation to the Al pha 66 Cuban exiles in Mam . Notes Daly,

New evi dence seens to support allegations of Shaw s interest in
gun-running. A Cl A docunent reports that Shaw and his |TM
associate Mari o Bernmudez travel ed together to Cuba in 1959 on a
gun-snuggl i ng operation. (LET JUSTICE BE DONE, p. 94)

Shaw sat on the boards of two secretive international conpanies that were
suspected of having fascist |eanings and intelligence connections. Both
conpani es, Perm ndex and the Centro Mondi al e Conmerciale, were w dely
regarded as being fronts for the CIA. Centro Mndiale Commercial e was
expelled fromltaly and Switzerland for allegedly engaging in illega
political -espionage activities on behalf of the CIA Perm ndex was publicly
accused by French president Charles de Gaulle of channeling funds to the
vi ol ent and outl awed Secret Army Organi zation, which tried to assassi nate
hi m on several occasions. This is only a small sanpling of what could be
sai d about Shaw s friends, political |eanings, and intelligence connections.



20. Russo's appendi x on Jack Ruby is both inaccurate and inconplete. For
exanpl e, Russo says "for every witness who clains that Ruby had direct
contact with the Mafia, there are hundreds who know that to be an absurdity”
(p. 501). One has to wonder if Russo has read the detail ed HSCA report on
Ruby's extensive Mafia contacts, or any of the other scholarly research on
Ruby's Mafia |inks. The HSCA concl uded Ruby had a significant nunber of
Mafia ties:

The evidence available to the committee . . . showed that he

[ Ruby] had a significant nunber of associations and direct and

i ndirect contacts with underworld figures, a nunber of whom were
connected to the nost powerful La Cosa Nostra | eaders.

Addi tionally, Ruby had nunerous associations with the Dall as
crimnal element. (HSCA Report, Section | C 4)

Citing "dozens" of Ruby's friends and relatives, Russo argues that Ruby
deeply adnired Kennedy and was devastated by the assassination (pp

496-497). Gven all that researchers have |long since known about Ruby, it's
difficult to take these clains seriously. If Ruby was such a devoted Kennedy
fan, why didn't he watch the notorcade? Russo accepts Ruby's belated claim
that he shot Oswal d because he wanted to spare Jacki e Kennedy from having to
endure the ordeal of Oswald's trial. Is Russo not aware that Ruby hinself
later wote a note in which he adnmtted the spare-Jackie-grief excuse was
false and that his first |awer gave himthe idea for that excuse?

As for the convenient clainms of Ruby's friends and rel atives, many of these
same folks attenpted to minimze Ruby's Mafia activities during his Chicago
days. Fornmer HSCA chief counsel G Robert Bl akey rel ates what the HSCA

di scovered when it investigated the clains of Ruby's friends and famly
menbers concerning his involvenent in organized crine in Chicago:

During the 1964 investigation [i.e., the WC s investigation]
Ruby's relatives and friends attenpted to nmininize his crimnna
associ ations and acts of violence during the early Chicago years.
(His sister Eva went so far as to claimthat she "knew nore
racketeers” than Jack did.) But their testinony, when weighed
agai nst other evidence, rang hollow. . . . There was . .

per suasi ve evi dence that Ruby was a strong-arm man, a "goon," for
a racket-ridden union in Chicago. (FATAL HOUR, New York: Berkl ey
Books, Berkl ey Books edition, 1992, pp. 302-303)

Russo doesn't even address the key issue of how Ruby entered the basenment of
the Dallas Police Departnment, where he shot Oswald as Oswal d was bei ng
transferred to a waiting police vehicle. It has |long been clear that Ruby

i ed about how he gained access to the basenment. Nor does Russo address the
fact that Ruby |ied about being at Parkland Hospital shortly after the
assassi nati on. Ruby could have explained his presence at the hospital by
claimng to be a Kennedy devotee, but apparently that never occurred to him
I nstead, he adamantly denied he was at the hospital that afternoon. Yet, two
W t nesses saw Ruby there, and one of those w tnesses knew Ruby and even
briefly conversed with himwhile at the hospital. Wiy did Ruby deny he was
at the hospital? Wiy didn't he claimhe was there because he wanted to be
near his dearly bel oved president, whom he supposedly admired and all but
wor shi pped?



Finally, it's worth noting that Ruby's polygraph suggests he m ght very wel
have |ied when he was asked if he had been involved in the assassination
The HSCA pol ygraph experts stated the following in their report regarding
the reaction to the question, "Did you assist Oswald in the assassination?":

In fact, the reactions to the precedi ng question--(Did you assi st
Oswal d in the assassination?)--showed the |argest valid GSR
reaction in test series No. 1. In addition, there is a constant
suppression of breathing and a rise in blood pressure at the tine
of this crucial relevant question. Fromthis test, it appeared to
t he panel that Ruby was possibly |ying when answering "no" to the
guestion, "Did you assist Gswald in the assassination?" This is
contrary to Herndon's opinion that Ruby was truthful when
answering that question. (8 HSCA 217-218)

I would Iike to stress that, in spite of the problens di scussed above, |
believe Russo's LIVE BY THE SWORD is an inportant, worthwhile book. It
contains a great deal of new information on key aspects of the JFK

assassi nation. Russo does a superb job on the possible involvenment of Cuban
intelligence in Kennedy's death, on the reports that Oswald had contacts
with Cuban intelligence in Mexico City, on the possibility that sone
intelligence elenments had foreknow edge that Kennedy was going to be killed,
on the flaws in the Warren Commi ssion's investigation, on the conflicts
anong the Warren Comm ssion's staff and menbers, on Lyndon Johnson's
political standing with John Kennedy at the tine of the shooting, on the
suspi cious activities at Red Bird Airport, and on several other subjects.
But Russo's devotion to the | one-gunman scenari o and his di sm ssive,
hypercritical attitude toward the Jim Garrison investigation cause himto
err badly on the Deal ey Plaza shooting, on the Shaw Ferrie-Oswal d- Bani ster
[ink, on the evidence of Oswald's ties to American intelligence, on the

evi dence that nore than one gunman was involved in the assassination, on
Jack Ruby and his killing of Oswald, and on nuch of the physical and nedica
evi dence in the case.
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