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Thereupon GERVASE CHARLES FLICK resumed

the stand and was examined and testified further,

as follows:
CROSS EXAMINATION (CONTINUED)

By Mr. Parrino:

Now, on the Oth, at the time the second film was taken of
Df. Sam's neck, was that from a lying position or from a
standing position that that film was taken?

Sitting, I think.

Does it so state in your report, Doctor?

I think it i1s written on the films. I think it is written
on the films. Oh, the second time -- the one with the

white streak?

Yes.
"Patient's neck cleaned with a " -- oh, no. Second 72-inch
film of the lateral neck. "Patient erect.” That may have

been standing, I don't know;

So he was standing?

Yeah.

As to the third film, was he lying, sitting or standing,
do you know?

Well, as a matter of fact, the one I just read to you was

the third film.

Well, how about the second one?
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The second film, "Lateral neck, patient erect, coned down
at 72-1nch distance. There is evident 2 white streaking
through the film which detracts from its value., This film
does not show findings interpreted on the previous film
as a chip fracture of the spinous process of C-2.°

Well, Doctor, my question is: Was he standing, sitting or
lying down?

It says "Patient erect."

How was he? Don't your records show other than "Patient
erect”? What does that mean?

It means that his trunk was vertical,

And it doesn't say then if he is sitting or standing?

No, it doesn't say.

As to the second X-ray of his neck, at what distance was
that X-ray taken?

That is after he was cleansed with alcohol?

The second picture was taken -- well, let's put it this way:

The first picture that was taken on the 6th.
The first picture that was taken on the 6th?
Yes.
Was 72 inches, patient erect.
As to the second picture taken on the 6th, what was the

distance?

Second, 72 inches. Film on the lateral neck. Patient erect.
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Now, referring to the picture taken on the Y4th, was the
patient, according to vour records, lylng, sitting or
standing when that was taken?

He was supine.

Where does that say that on your report?

No, 1t doesn't say.

It doesn't say, does it?

No.

Does the report on the 4th as to the picture that was taken
on the 4th, does that report tell you the distance at which
that picture was taken of the neck?

No, I don't think it does.

Do vou know at whét distance the picture of the neck was
taken?

Yes,

At what distance?

36 inches.

Now, you say that the pictures that were taken on the 6th
were both taken at 72 inches, right?

That's right, yes. That's right.

Now, 1s there any technical reason why you did not have the
pictures on the 6th taken at 36 inches again, please?

Yes. They ignored my -- Huge didn't take the second
picture. Dr. Kerner -- or Mr. Kerner took the secpnd

picture and took it at 72 inches.
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Now, we are referring now to the first X-rav or the first
picture of the 6th, aren't we?

Yes,

Did you give instructions that that picture was to be taken

at any specific distance?

Yes., I asked for it at 36 inches. I didn't write them.
As a2 matter of fact, I thought until I measured them --
when Dr. Gerber came in and Dr., Elkins measured them and
saw that they were smaller, and then I knew that they
hadn't taken them the way I wanted them.

S0 then, as to the first pictures that were taken on the
6th, you gave instructions for those pictures to be taken
at 36 inches, is that right?

Yes.

And that wasn't done?

That's right.

Now, then, after you found that there was some artifact or

defect in those first plctures of the 6th, you wanted another

set of pictures taken, right?

Yes.

Of the neck?

Yes.

And did you again give instructions that those pictures
were to be taken at 36 inches?

No. I assumed that the first one was taken at 36 inches.
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e So then we have -- you have no pictures in vour possession
that were taken at the same distance that the first pictures
were taken, 1s that right?

A That's right. The first ones were taken at 36 inches.

& Now, to summarize your findings as to those pictures, Doctor,
would you state to me whether or not this is a correct
summary of what you found --

MR. CORRIGAN: I object.
THE COURT: Oh, let him summarize 1t.

C é As to the pictures, or as to the picture of the neck that
was taken on the 4th, there was what you thought might
perhaps be a fracture of the spinous process in the second |
cervical vertebra; as to the first picture that was taken
on the 6th, there was an artifact, so you could not
accurately read that picture --

A ; Because -~

Just a moment. As to the third picture that was taken on

&

the 6th --

MR. MAHON: Second on the 6th.

| As to the second picture that was taken on the 6th, you |

O

5 found no evidence of fracture any place on the neck, isn't
i that right?
That's right.

MR. PARRINO: You may inguire.
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION OF GERVASE CHARLES FLICK

By Mr. Corrigan:

Dr. Flick, in the first picture that was taken on the L4th of

July, that was taken by a technician named Nrs. Huge?
That's right.

The distance was 36 inches?

That's right.

And Dr. Sam was lying down?

He was supine.

And when you examined that film, after you pondered over it

and examined it, you found a chip fracture, didn't you?
That's what I -~ that was my conclusion and that's the way
I wrote 1it.

And that shows on the film?

Yes.

You also found, did you not, between the fifth and sixth
dervical vertebrae some evidence of bony deposits that
showed on that filmof July the 4th?

Yes. What I call -- I think I called it bridging.
Bridging. Now, you tell the Jjury what that is, so they
will understand what that was on the 5th and 6th cervical
vertebrae.

Well, the borders of the bodies start shooting out little

bony spikes. The sixth shot 1its spike out and up. The
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fifth shot its spike out and down, so that there was

practically bridging. That's wnat we call bridging. They

go out and up.

That was a building of bony deposits?

That's what is called an osteophyte, and an osteo means

bone and phyte means a plant, an excrescent.
And that takes some time to develop, doesn't
Oh, ves.

Is that what causes arthritis?

it?

Well, it is a manifestation of the groundwork of an

arthritis.

And vou found that present in this film of July the 4th?

That's right.

’.J'
]

And you determined that that was the result
that occurred a long time ago?

Well, frankly, it isn't -- I thought he got
footbail.

Now, then, when the second films were taken

Tuly, it was a different technician, wasn't

vy

P-
ct

on

it?

Differens technician and different technique.

something

hurt playing

the 6th of

On those particular films, the films were taken with the

body erect --
Trunk erect, at least.

And the distance was 72 inches?

That's right.

[ SN
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Now, in examining those films of July the €
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ilms that were taken on July the <%k, do vou find any
evidence on those films of the Lony deposit that you round

on the film of July the Lth?

No, none at all.
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Now, then, does it occur in the taking of ¥-rayrs that you

Fa

will get one result from one sort ol technigue
result from another technique”

It certainly does.

And can vou explain that to the jury, ancé hzave you had
experience 1n that occurrence, in occurrences cf that
Kind?

Yes, I have.

Will you tell the Jjury?

Well, as I said this morning, you take your fractures
where vou find them because very coften vou have what

vou call hidden fractures. I have in mind the one I

!..J

took the day before vesterday. I took a child's leg.
On the first film it didn't show at all; on the second

£ilm it showed a fracture.

Yes Now, although the film did not show a fracture in

the first instance, the child still had a broken leg,
didn't 1it?

Yes.

Now, then, you were asked the question by Mr. Parrino
in regard to the fracture that appeared on the spinous
process, and he stated, "That that of itself Is not
serious, is it, Doctor?"

And your answer was, "No."

Do you have anything to add to that?
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it &t righv angies, and vou briow nhow mach Jor
there might be To z nerve or tc the spinz2l zord; znd, of
course, that's only speculerion for me. but it had fto be
z pretls violent bliow nli from =z ceriain Sirection.
MR, PARRINC: If the Court
rlezse, left's not nave the doctor spesculate
on these things,
THE COURT: Yes,
Zuv you do know thls, Doctor: That in order to chip a
none or & plece of hone off the spinal celumn, it require

Well, mechanical force.

what type of -- how heavy a blow?
woulcd

neavy blow,

MR, CCORRIGAN:

™R
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RECRCES-EXAMINATION OF

after this third --

GERVASE

withdraw

think.

all,

C. FLICK

that.

the second picture was taken on the 6th from
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z distance of 72 inches, znd vou found thzat there was no
evidenice of any Iraciure on The nec vou L8 notl order

v Trachture on The necl: . Tou Cld n order

arothe r ricture of thzt neczii Tzken fron 2 Slictanze of 28
ineches, dic vou®?

Ne, did nect 2t thzt time, zs I ©old you nefore,

Now, Doctor, referring to this hespital record, on Page 2
*e this vour report, sir-

m

“hat's my writing.

Now, when was thig report made? What ig this date up
here, please? What does that represent”

7-7.

Anéd is that the date on which this report wazs made?

The date 7-7 should read 7-£.

Well, on what date was thic report made, Then®

Wz1l, this is it, it was made on the 7th -- 1V was made

read up here This means the
Ath, which would be Tuesday.

Yes,

f<h, but it

f11ms were taken on

the

But the report was made on the Bth, which was Wednesday.
2 A\

that's when the zi1

That 1is,

But on the 6th -- withdraw that.

zirl put 1t down.

should

N

It was on the 6th, was it not, that yvou knew that
the second ané third pictures were taken from a distance

of 72 inches, isn't that correct?
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; MR. CORRIGAN: I object. That

; has been gone over abhout a dozen times.

! MR, DANACZAU: Not that specific

! question hasn't been.

t -

‘ THE COURT: Let him clear it up.

There 1s so much of 1t thet it is rather con-
fusing.
Say ﬁhat again.
What?
Say that again.
It was on the 6th after the second and third pictures were
taken that you knew tﬁat those pictures were taken at a
distance of 72 inches, isn't that correct?
Let's see. Let me see that.
Well, I don't know, I found it out when I was con-
ferring with Dr. Gerber and Dr. Elkins, because I noticed
that when we put them all up there together, the one was

-

smaller, and I measured them in front of them and saw that

this was -~
Doesn't your report here of the 8th specifically state:

"Iateral neck: Patient erect, come-down at --"

Cone.
Comb?

Cone; put a small spot on 1it.

Well, there's a letter missing frbm that word, then?
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Oh, ves, that's an "m" instead of a "n".

It's "cone-down at 72 inches"?

Well, wvou knew at that time, cdid vou not, that the rictures
were taken at 72 inches on the date that this report was
made, July 8th, 19547
Yes. I wrote it on the 8th,.
Yes. On what date did you make this entry here,'the
date 7-T-54 should read 7-6-54, G.C. Flick, D.C."? What
date did vou write that?
I wrote that on the 8th.
A1l right. So that on the 8th you did read this report
and determined that the date up here was wrong, So you
correctad 1t°7
Yes,
ind then in reading the report, you knew that thoszs X-rays
of the 6th were taken at a distance of 72 inches?
Ves, and I knew 1t on the 8th.
Yes, that's right.
I knew it on the 8th.
A1l right.

MR. PARRINO: That is all.

MR. DANACEAU: Wzit a minute, Tom,

MR. PARRINOC: That is alil,

Doctor.




MR. CORRIGAN: That is 211,
Thank you, Doctor.

THE COURT: Thank vou,
Dector.

(Witness excused.)

MR, GARMONE: Cal1ll Mp. Benjamin.




