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Dr. John Lattiner, CBS-TV a.m. news 1/10/72 (sccond~day story, aired night befors)

CBS announcer..."President Kennedy was murdered 8 years ago, cssomeone outside the government
has ‘seen the X~rays and other pictures taken during the autdpsy. He's Doctor John Lattimer
of Columbia University's College of Phys:.c:x.ans and Surgeons. He's a urologistz. e treated
bullet wounds as an.drmy doctor in World War II and since then studied assassination by
gunshote He talked with David Culhane in New York. .

Ce Dr, Lattimer, you are in fact the first non- official person who was allowed to
view these documents, the X-rays and whatnote. Did you find anything there that was
radically dlfferent gm what you would have expected?

“Le Ho, T did.n. t. The findings that have been publibbed have been challenged so much,
however, that I think we've all sort of had a feeling of 1nsecur1ty about whether the
Warren Comission was really telling us the truth and there were so many points of fact
that seemed to be reasonable that they could kaxm bemm investigated that would show up

- on these phgotographs and X-rays that I was.very interested and asked if I could be per-
mitted to see them when the restrictions that the family had asked for were lifted,
and I think that the most immediate and obvious thq.ﬁﬂ oint of interest, that I observed
was the fact that the one-bullet track that was 1eg Hyto have gone into the back of
President Kennedy's neck and then come out the front and then kmwe gone on through Yovernor
- Connally, was, indeed, in a position where it seemed much more likely or much more believable
* than I had been led to believe by the drawing® which was in the Warren Commission Report..

Ce Tor, ghe ~ the conclusion that you reach is what" That the Warren Commission’ saying
that there ¥ZAx one assassin is true?

L, Yes, I th:x.nL that there is no ev:.dengg/ o’chex?i%gﬁ%%i}(1 there'd plenty of evidetee
that the rifle that Oswald had did, indeed, fhre this bullet, Jhich went through President
Kennedy end Connally or maybe just Commaddy, but in any case it was fired from Oswald's
rifle without any doubt, I mean, there is no possible doubt at all about that point and’

, nobody argues about it. And there were three empty cartrlages that conform to the type
used by Oswald. Furthermore, his handprint was on the rifle and there's just no way that
I can see that anyone could have fired such a bullet into a bale of cotton, retrived it,
anticipated where President Kennedy was going to be, went arop.&d.bthere and. dropped it into
that location perhaps on the stretcher thah Governor Connally ', There was nothing
to indicate a trunsverse bullet passage, and 8.{ urse again, this is one of the things that
people have conaectured, that another bullet ¢ have been fired from the front or from
the aide, althoug I myself sat on the box where Oswald fired from and had then gone around
.and stood on the so-called Grassy knoll , on the raikoad teestle, and I can't see how any
skilled mavrskuman wohdd assume such a position and how he could possibly hit anybody in just
that way, whereas the place that Oswald picked and the arrangement he made, where the
automobile was going downhill, away from him, directly, almost directly in his linenof fire,
made it so that between cach operation of the bolt of the rifle the car moved very slightl§
and it was really not, not difficult at all., I went in lookn.ng very intently for any
evidence, for exa.mple, of a transverse Jullet wound - ‘

€, Which would come from another directionxs, from another person, really® -
L, Yes; yes, and, eh, -
Ce Other than Oswald.

L. Right. Bxactly. And I spent a great deal of t:.me looking at this. I spent a great
desl of time being my own devil's advocate, saying now suppose I was arguing on the other
side of the coin, what could I claim? Or how could I refute these arguments? And after
spending the entire day going over these things with a fine~tookh comb, backward %23
forward, and plaguing the poor men zXfike at the Natiohal Archives to rerun and review
and let me see it again and here's something I didn't reg;.s‘l:er the first time, which they
all did with great patience, under, in a locked room and soforth, I could not f:md. anything

/ WIonge h.nd. Next annouuncement, "It's now 16 minutes before the hours"



To call this CBS interview with Lattimer and to describe him as mercly "incredible"”
if to fallg far short of %the reality. Here is a man who has just seen this prized secret
evidence, and he gets a nationwide audience on the entire CBS net and he has no single thing
to say about this evidence and is asked no single question about what this evidence does
show and there is no single mention of the cause of death? More, Lattimer is a lair beyond
belief, saying exactly the opposzte of what he has always said on some things and pretending
what 'is not the case. For example; "we've all had .a feeling of insecurity about whether the -
Warren Commission was tell:.nb the truth. " This is diametrically opuosed to. 100% of hls own
writing, which says that there is no question and he has none,
He saw and could see no track, despite what he says, there hav1nr boan no dlSsectlon
and X-rays not showing bullet passage through soft tissues
The drawings are, o his knowledge, ireelevant. This is a cheapskate efrort to make
- something of himself among his peers.Assumlng what also is not the case, that the draw1ngs
.. are different that tne testinony, the testimony, to his knowledge, is 1000 identical w1th
‘what he says, and elsewhere I have hlm saylng thls 'in wrltlng. .

" Neither Culhane's questlon nor’ Lattlmer ‘s’ answer (second) relates to this "new evidence".
-What follows is propaganda. It is the longest single response containing nothing from what
he had just seen and is Irrelevant to what he had seen. It is, in fact, for the most part

-false, being merely the. repetition to'a nationwide audlence .of the fiction he created in

-/his writings for nedical- publzcatlons/ ‘and speechess The. adnission that this bullet could
‘have hit "maybe just Connaly" “is in itself destruction of- thc credibility of the Report,
“wheih requires a special careér for that bullet, Almost none of what he says could-have - &
“been addressed by what kexsmwg is in that material, ‘dike:. the bullet, the shells, the  boxy etc.(
‘And he did hot and could have. have"sat ‘on the box", The business of the bale of cotton xwx .
should have been too mich for a hiighOschool freshman to tote, but CBS carried it, Why would
a bullet to be planted not be firéd until after the assassination, of the operatlon have
had to bc the work of the assassin or any one person? As he uses "transverse it means
"geeross®. This is a fiction of hiscreation, that not being one of the objections ralsed.
Meanwhile, he seems to still be talking about a single bullet and it is officially acknowldge
that, three were fired. e never makes reference to the essence, here as elsewhere, the cause
Of death. How about another buller from the back rather . than side? Or what ellmlnates a: shot
from- the front? He doesn't say and nothlng in what. he saw does.' -

Whether or not he was hls own dev1l's advocate —and he not only had no- such 1ntentlon, he

\v .was .without the capablllty - alliof - this’ yaragrpah is worse that Talge. It is amazln ‘self-

”if,.revelatlon, proving he hdd, never done- the .most, basic ser}Ous work. And -he” l; N &
- entire day Phis. empha31s] going over. thege things".: He was; therd, accordin.

pent the:,f]?
;the Arch1v1st,:;.:

Ui total of four hpurs only. The "backward'and forward" ‘and “rereun adn Te-view!l and Mlet
. ‘me. sge" it again" and all the” rest ‘can: refer only to what is. not in that materlal, a motlon

-picture, 1 knw that after all the basic wrltlng on thevsubaect and 'all his was” out ‘he "Had

not seen the Zapruder movie, This means he was looking at it for the first time when he was = -
. supposed to have been looking at the supnressed evidence! And that out of the four hours in
all that he was at the Archives! No wonder ‘he couldn't find anything wrong. He dldn't ‘and
still doesn't know anjthlng'.

A1l he has done here is relterate his own earlier writing to pretend it is validated
by the contract materials. 1t is not only not true; it is not possible. He has repeated his
own ver31on of.what the Commisgsion said and pretends it is what he had Just been the flrst
person without offlclal connectlon to see.; : :

Of such is the klngdon.




