e Mareh 31,1975
Cyrlil H Weeht
County of Allegheny
County of Allegheny
5h2 Fgur‘ch Avenue
Fittsburg Pennas

Dear Dr Weeht

My firgt thought when gorting a large pile of correspendence,
publigations, and ads, acecumulated while I was abroad, was I
would find a eopy of your reg:l{ to Dr Lattimer whiel, you wrete
in a letter roseived before I left, you intended to mgke, I
was désappeinted to find nothing from you: Has gemething de~
layed you? Or is publication slow? Please let me know.

In the mgantime forgive me i1f I press the mystery of Burkley's
astivities in the assassination of president Kemnedy which
grows with each mew item of information I come aeress, Take, for
instance, your gnd Smith's artiele, The Medieal Evidenee In The
Assassinagion of President John F Kennedy (Reprint from Forensie
Seienee, 3w1974~105-128) whiech I reread for another purpoge, In
'y, @!‘im of tké’ﬁﬂdﬁm Evidence,. tzck - The avtopsy Materiale
and restrictlen on aceess," you wrote, "Wumerous p @tgf‘a 5
and X~rays were taken in the ¢ourse of the autopsy, The RPTER
Commission deelined to examine these...The materisls wers held
to be the property of the Kennedy family prier to their dow .

- mation Lo the United States Government in labe 19667 {pll2),
(I think %»-‘a:mmg eous that vital evidenee produced by publie
offigials at public expense and essential for publie purpeses
sheuld be "held” to be private propsrty - "held te be" by vire
tue of what formal proeess? « and after beimg withheld duriag
the gourse of the offieinl investigation of the assassination
- should be "demgted" te the government with publie aesgess re.
strieted by the "demoru"!) | .

On page 1lh of your artiele, under "3.Dbservaphbtns of the Autop~
sy g:ma;:smam, ‘The missing svidence,” we find, "We also
know from the testimemy of the origir 1 autepsy team that edlor
photegraphs were takten of the interior of the Presiden®'s echeost
eavity. These photographs sre important to the determination of
the puth of the bullet whish struck the President?s upper baeck,
They are missimg alse. All these items had been tursed ovey to
thg National Archives by Admiral George Burkley on April 26,

1965, ageerding to a memorandum of that date. However they are
not ineluded in the inventery of items offiecially tramsferred
(now the domstion is an offisial transfert«TS) 'to the United
States Covernment by the Xennedy family om Oct¥ 29,1966, There
has besn no aseounting for these missing items, and there are mo
known Yeperts of re-examination of them sinee the original autope
8y team examined them in December 1963." I do net question the
acguraey of what you wyoke, but I weuld very mueh appreciate
being able to document your aeeount, Where 1z the memorandum.

of April 26,1968 to be found? What 1s the séluree for the statee
Bent the sulopsy team examined these particular photographs in
Deeember 19637 Too bad you didn't inelude referemee motes on
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these ‘points in your artiele,
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Mere important, of course, is the signifieance of what you reported
but did net note in your artiele, Burkley, you estahlished, was in
possession of important medieal evidenee during the investigation

of the assassination and during the examinatien of the autopay E

doeters by the Warren Conmigsion, and held it for unexplained Teason
reagone for about a year and a half before depositing it in the
National Arehives. ‘This gives rise to a series of questions:

What is the significance, innocent or otherwise, of the peeulisr
d%}%aigg?mf eustody of the autopsy photographs «part private, part
offieial? _ o ‘ SR

Was it Robert Kennedy's deefision? When autopsy dostor Lt, Col,
Pierre Pinck was asked during cross examination in the trial of
Clay Shaw in New Orleans in Feb, 1969, "Can you tell me why the
X-rays snd photographs were net available,..? when he appeared
before the Warrem Commission in Mareh,196k, he replied, "I wae
told it was the wigh of the Atterney General...whe was than -
Robers F Kennedy" (Transcript of Pinek di#stimeny, pblk), Again,
when Finek wag asked why-the autopsy "prospectors" had mot dige
seeted the meck, he sald, "We didn't remeve the orgams of the
neek” betwise "u.sWe were told to examine the head wound and
that the,..family wanted an examinatiom of the head...and chest
rhopert sPas Drileiation I8 Thetile BleT,e esomt In i
Aeport ol my partisipation ih the aetivities surréumding the
assassinavign of FNEBIDENT JONN § RENNEDY. o of rao moing the
fore Jacquelime Kennedy in the air em route from Dallas o Waghe
ington dind expressing %ka.ﬁaazgiaﬁe desire of all of us and ese
peeially of n;yaﬁig to eagiy ith m&%*g;" rgné,;ag %&aﬁh-
"eumerous trips" during the auteopsy, from the "mortuary® to the
“g’?ﬁh Ploor® gf. Bethesds Naval Hggaiﬁal where "Mrs, Kennedy, ..
‘with the members of the party" walted, in order to give "row
"suuymgggﬁﬁbﬁthgse'%ﬁﬁtgggaarﬁg and to gupply Eﬁggwigkﬁgﬁnegxﬁ
488 of the comtemplabed departure time" (Warrem Commission Exe
hibit m%? ﬁearms, ¥ol. E%z.z, p?gj . inek's testimony of
#family* isfluenve in overriding protoeocl and law mupports the
segounta gf ;Kmmé{’# aides, inelpding Burkley, of the foreible
remeval of Kennedy's bedy from Parkland Hpspilal and Pallss B
Eﬁiﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁhéyﬁpyﬁaﬁﬁiﬁﬁ of Dallas effieials and Texas law —only
iours before -~ besause, they said, Mrs Kennedy was determined not

=t

%o lesve hor husbamd? mide,

It geens that the rest¥ictions imggsed on the sutopsy éeeﬁgrs,bi
their armed-forces superiors may have been motivated, at leagt in
&1, by the influenes of the *family,.” Whether Finek used "fame
1y? to mean only Robert and Jaequeline Kemnedy and by extension
their immediate relatives or intended a broader membership, in
¢luding the Kennedy aides, the sowcalied Irigh mafis, was not

made glear when the auwgsy' doetor tegtified in 1969 and supplied
infermation not solieite by_@r'supilied‘valnnﬁarﬁly to the Warren
Commigsion in 1964. For what ends the Tramily" would have exerted
influenee is umelear but may have an as yet undiselosed etonnesction
with the Kennedys'! repeated publie assurances they aceept the
findings of the Warreh Commission, and remaing a closely held
seeret,
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However that may be, "family" influenes may explein only the faet
of the division of custody of the autopsy evidence and possibly
also the gequence of its deposit in the National Archives in which
proeess of restitution the "family" followed Burkley by a yvear ahd
& halfy but would not, in and of itself, make elear why the Burkley
photographs wers separated from the rest of the aubopsy evidence
gnd are still not avagllable for study. Perhaps-a clue lies in the
mature of the photographs themselves, They are, ggu wrote, "im.
gm ortant for the det@imination of the path off the bullet whish struck
the Presidentts baek,” One regalls tha® Burkley failed to inform
the sutopsy doctors in Bethesda, his medical aem_aa%aeg and follow
effligers, their colleagues in Parkland “ogpital in Dallas a few
hours before had performed s tracheotomy by extending am anterior
negk woundy gnd fyiled to 'make reference to these passive activie
ties of hig in his Beport. But Burkiey, it appears, was net al-
Sogether a silenmt, if sporadie witness ﬁi’ the autepay any nore

tham Be was in the emergensy room in Parklamd Hospital where he
gamgwé the resuseltatlive team of dootors who were ad ministere

rong bloed type to Kamady&{ﬁarkl&y ‘Report, Exhibis 26
1126, Henrings, Vol, XXd4, pOk)s Bethesds aubtepsy eonsuliant on
WOuRC s‘,‘,_ﬁs Aymy Col, Pierre Fimek identified Burkley as one of
three individuals who were the immédiate souree of sugh infors
_&s.the number of shots fored a fow hours before in Dallas
”g and the ngbli@aﬁim of a press pﬁgk@gﬁg&@f a "pifie
‘ aring (1) inte a window on an upper floor of the nearby- Tex-
- 88 Seheolbook Depository Buildimg” (Pinek transeript, pp99wd ’
11k} , whieh duly appeared in the offiglal autopsy repors (Warrem
- Reporb, p538), {To fully appreeiate Burkley's somtribution read the
" laughak] ount of the Commission’s deeision "at least two ghots
nd its conglusion "that thare were three shoty fired"
Syuppid@ndiiis on pages 110111 of the E‘arrm? Report)
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sy was coneluded at 11 p.ms on Hevember 22, 1963, Some’
i -‘W“zh@“famwin day Burkley, whe had earrled Dallss Dr,
Kemp Clark’s death eertificate for Kennedy, filled out in Burkley's
presence, to Washington, issued a second gertificate giving the 4
- eawge of death as a gunghot woumd of the Iaeaéi logating a wound

4n Kennedy's pogterior baek at about the level of the third tho-
raeie vertebra,” f.,e, lower then the autopsy losatiomn in the -
neek {"above nﬂel seapula”), and, you wrete to me, 7in substautial
disagreement with the sutopsy photographs (letter of Nevember 1,
1974} 3 amd owitting referense to the path of the back-wound bullet
through “the chest gavity. And this remarkable death eertificate,
1ike Dr. Clark's presumably unremarkable death certificate, has
not been publighed. Nor does Burkley's Rapor:, whieh is dated
Bovember 27,1963 at 8th5 aum., and which ineludes his askimg -
Glark for the "necessary papers’ (Ex.1126, Vol. IX3X, p95), make
mgnbion of his execution of a seeond get of TaeeesIATY paApers.®
Ig there a connestion between seereting the sutopsy phobographs
ef the interior of the ghest eavity and the urposeful negleet
of Burkley's death eertif! eata? Wiy should the first exereise
you and the second leaddfyum ummeved? Why do Xm regard diseussion
of the Burkley death eertificate as "futile polemies?™ I assure
you I am not as rigid as Dr Lathbimer,
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the day after Burkley wrote his death certificate the autépsy
doetors signed an offieial autopsy report; so they testified, It
was delivered to Dr Burkley whe eollected the autopsy protoeol,

On November 26,1963 Burklgg gave a copy of an autepsy report te

the Seerst Servies along with "notes of the exgmining dector®
(Commission Document NO, 37 er 370 in the Natiomal Archives-
Aceesseries After the Fast, Sylvia Meagher, p.l135). Onr Degmeis- -
ber 5,1963 the Secret Serviece eonducted "en-gite tests" in Dalliss,
whiek failed to demonstyrate Whow the Pregident sould be shet in

the froat from behind" (NY Times,12/6/63-Acecessories, pli5). On
December 18,1963 the St,Louis Post-Dispabeh reported "the Parkland
Heogpital deetors had been inberviewed ?2 the Seeret Servise and
informed of the autopsy findings; and thad contwsry to thelr pree
vious, early, definitive observatien Kennedy's anterior meek wound:
Wag one of entry, they eonceded it was or could be & wound of exith
(Aeeessories, 9.155)-. : '

- Also on Deeember 18,1963 the NY Times eited & source *fully as-
quainted with the results of the autopey whieh Insluded athbribu

tion of the snterier neek wound te "a metal or bone Tragmenmt from
the fakal head shot” (Aeeessories, pl35), Five days laber, on
Deeember 23,1963 FBI Director Hoever detlarsd the FBI and the

Warven Commission had received the "officlal gutepsy report® (NY .
Times, Now, 26,1966 ~ JFK assassination: s preolenged and willful
cover-up,? Cyril'H Wecht;Modern Medieine,Oot, 28,1974, This

- woffieial auvtopsy m%eﬂ,“ not then publighed, defined the anterior
negk wound gs an exil wound resulting from the rassage of the bule
let enterimg the baek of Kennedy's meeki Bub one month after -

- reseipt of the "offieilal autopsy repert," the Warren Commission,
sitting in exeeubive session, the tramseript of whieh had beem
classified "top seeretn mﬁﬁ 1974, digevssed the contemt of an
antopsy repert deseribing sthe anterior ne¢k wound as the consew
quente .of a fragment of a bulleb, (Portrailt of the Assassin
by Warren Sommissioner Gerald R Ford, which was copyrighted in
1965, made uge of the classified material developed im the ex.
‘wﬁ% session of January 27,1964 but made no referemee to the
R yaspn i rasd byt "offielal autepsy report®

ratbly o 3 #d8 Bor o incompatlibility

as Appendix IX , pp538+539, of the Warrem Cemmission Report-and

as Commisplen Exhibit 387 im Heariugs, Vol. IV1, pp 978.979,

both published in she early fall of 1964)s |

It iz almest certain the Commigsien congidered two gconflisting .
aa'sagﬁ;sy;mg@m evolved from differing "inmterpretatiens" of the
medigo-ballistic evidenee, which refleeted the influence of ade
versary interests and pressures in the imvestigatien and on the
Commission, Purther rescareh may identify the institutionsl pre-
agonisks, their representatives and agents, and thelr roles in
the manipulation, fabrication, and concealment of evidenee, It
iz always thus when emfr@miam governmantal frameup., In the
meantime, inagmuch as we hawve Irrefutable gme:f Kennedy was killed
by enfilading ambusk, it is neeessary to elaborate a hypethesis to
explieate the eonneetion between the fabrication of ecvldense in
Dallas and the mpnipulagion and coneealment of evidense in Wash.
ingtom. Does not the etlology of the offieial autopsyPuittnkgynm
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report, whichever-one it 1g, suggest that the problem of the ans -
terdor neek wound, for the Commission, developed from the Heeesslty,
for the Commisafen, to eliminmate evidence of a shot fived from in
fronk of Kennedy's limousine? - mz in view of the labe April 1964
date of the formulation of Spegterts single-bullet theory of the -
wounding of Eennedy amg Connally which, inecidentaliy as you noted,
the Commission meqorded only the value of probabllibty, 4= it not
in order to consider the medieoballistic evidehce of %m baek
wounds as molded by the Cemmiwsien's need to limit the numbey of
shets fired-to three, the number of bullets which hit their tar-
%‘% to two, and thelx imgallﬁag sourge to the gun In the sixth
loer of the Texas Sshoolbook Depository Bdilding?

Is it net apparent, also, that by whatever read we enter the treaw
eherous quagmire of the medicveballistie cvidenese in the JFK asamss<
Instion we beesme aware of a busy, knowledgeable, gh@af&h“‘gmsmﬁe,
moving in the shadows, whem the Commigsion, with greater wisdom
than Maebeth displayed, did net evake a8 maborial witness either
im person or by deposition er affidavit, T give you George ﬁre%«
ory Burkley, doctor of internal mediecine and ecapdiology, admiral
in the mavy medical corps, presidential ghygia&m, ‘gallant family
friend of the Fennedys, assaswingbion setlvist who » probably in
reward for many meridorious servises, was retained by Lynden
Johnson ag White House physisian from the end of 1963 to the end
of 1968 now honorably retired and, who knows? awaiting a call to
‘Peveal what he knows, Who will be tyuth®s and history's clarion?

I _meant to msk questions about the head ﬁamda, but thfis letter ig
already overlong. May we diseuss them st a later dake? Perhgps

we should meet,
%W—

‘ gﬁmaraly; |
/%/W .

- Thomas Stams
2705 Bainbridge Ave
Bronx NY 10458




