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Sir, 

Your lead stery in the February 24th issue ("oted Surgeon Backs 

tmarges on Assassinatien") cerrectly reperts that Dr. doh K. Lattimer 
oS Fad 

the only civilian shysician whe has been permitted to view the 

autopsy photographs and x-rays of President John *. Kennedy. Those 

chobographs and X-rays were not taken at Parkland Hespital in Dallas, 

as is asserted in your stery, but at the Bethesda Naval Hespital, wnere 

the autopsy was performed by three surgeons from the armed services, 

om 
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ly one of vhom can be said te have been progerly qualified in 

forensic patnology. ; 

b 

The aubopsy photegraphs and X-rays were reviewed by the three 

euteasy surgeons in January 1967. They were again reviewed in 

o . Department ef Justice, which did net release the panel's 

Ei 

February 1968 by a panol of four medical experts selected by the 

U.o 

aport until the feliewing year. New a further review has been 
U 

conducted by Dr. Lattimer, a urolegist whe has acknowledged that 

he was in ne way qualified te interpret the materials in question 

bat whe hag been writing and lecturing on behalf cf the Warren 

Repert since 1966. O
t
y
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Cne is struck by the fact that the observations reported by 

Or. Lattimer differ materially, with respect te the location and 

description of the wounds and ether salient features ef the evidence, 

from the ebservations ef the 1968 panel ef feur, which in turn 

differed materially and significantly frem the 1967 review by the 

three autepsy surgeens, which in turn differed significantly and 

materially from the eriginal autepsy report and testimony. In the 

ceurse of these several examinations and reviews, one wound has been 

moved from the base of the skull te the tep ef the head-—a shift ef 

some four inches--vwhile a second wound was moved pregressively from 

the back te the base of the neck to high in the neck. Since bullet 

woungs &6 net themselves shift frem ene lecation te anether, one must 

conclude that three of the feur sets ef findings are inaccurate, er 

that the photegraphs and X-rays examined at different times by different 

infividuals are the seurce of the baffling variatiens. 

dAnether striking fact is that applications te examine the autepsy 

phetegraphs and X-rays were made as early as 1966 on behalf of two of 

the most eminent and preetigeus ferensic Sathelegists in this country 

_wenanely, Dr. Milten Helpern, the medical examiner of New York City, 

and Dr. Cyril H. Wecht, cerener ef Alleghany County, Pennsyivania and 

Presigent ef the American Academy of ferensic Sciences. Dr. Wecht,



who ageinenade a Yermal request 49 insuect the phobograpns ond A-LayS 

iv, cid-197L, has nob even received the courtesy of a response, despits 

nis undiemted and preeminent expertise. The same is genoraliy true 

vowe De dohn Michels, a pathologist at the University of Kansas. ‘Surely 

4% is strange and anomalous that 4 urelegist, who is not elizible umer | 

sho tems of the agreement under which the auvepsy photegraphs and *-rays 

were cenosited in the Netieng] Archives, has been allowed 16 examine them, 

walle highly qualified pathologists contime to be denied the same access. 

Stranze, unless there is some link te the fact that Drs. Helpern, Weeht and 

ave publicly veiced deusts and criticisms of the autopsy findings 

rolated conclusions sf the Warren Report, while Dr. Lattimer has 

uade repeated efferts to sanctity the efficial case. 

in se doing, Dr. Lattimer irenically has cezs ante cenflict with the 

. 
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assertions in the Warren Report and with the testimony of witnesses. 

Sor example, he is quoted in your stery as stating that "In the frent 

seat of the car investigaters found the empty jacket ef the bullet”. 

Thet is abselutvely untrus, and ne one hes ever claimed etherwisce. 

The temptby jackets" er cartriage cases ef three missiles were found 

G ~ the sixth fieor of the Beok Depssitery; nene wore found in the car. 

. Lattimer has alee mde unfeunded claims about Oswald's capability 

as a merkenan. An officer of the Marine Corps who gave testinony en that 

subject te the Warren Commission, after reviewing Oswald's scwrebook, had 

2 P| 7 
Sd Ne ae that Oswald left the Marines a rather poor markeman. 

hat is intrigwing and paradexical in Dr, Lattimer's proneuncements 

just after his examination ef the phetegraphs and d-rays is that he places 

the bullet wound much higher in the neck than any ef the preceding experts 

and, coincidentally, at a point which cerresponds with a diagram 2e used 

an lectures leng before he even saw the phetegraphs and X-rays. (See 

enclosed illustration. ) Relating that wound high in the back ef the 

neck with a secend bullet wound at the Adam's apple, Dr. Lattimer arrives 

at a bullet path er trajectory which inéicetes either a steep ascent or 

@ sharp descent. He argues that the bullet mest have entered at the wack, 

sines te enter at the front and exit high in the back. of the neck the 

wallet would have had te be fired frem the fleer of the car. But since 

the bullet path is constant, Dr. lattimer's hypothesis would require tac 

“ullet te proceed te the fleer ef the car and net, as he implicitly Sug gests s 

to veer upward in mid-flight so as to strike Geverner Connally at his armpit. 

This subject is extromely cemplicated ane. arcane, ang the average reader 

can easily be misled by pronouncements which appear te be authoritative but 

in fact are internally incensistent and centradictory of the objective facts. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sylvia Meagher 
302 West 12 Street 

New Yerk, N.Y. 1001, 

(Author ef the Subject Index te the Warren Report _and the Hearings and 

Eom bits » Searecrow Press, New Yerk, 1966, and Accessories After the Fact: 

ihe Warren Cemuissien, the Autherities, and the Nepert, Bobbs—Merrill, 

New York, 1967) 


