
. 	
• 

C
om

parison
s: (1) B

ullet w
h

ich
 in

flicted th
e w

ou
n

ds in P
resident 

K
en

n
edy's u

p
p

er b
ack

 an
d

 th
roat an

d
 all of G

overn
or C

on
-

nally's w
ounds; (2) tw

o test bullets fired into cotton w
addin

g; 

(3) one fired into an anim
al carcass to. sim

u
late C

on
n

ally's chest 

w
ound; (4) one fired th

rou
gh

 a cadaver's w
rist to sim

ulate C
on-

nally's w
rist w

ou
n

d; (5) one recovered from
 M

aj. G
en

. E
dw

in
 

A
. W

alker's D
allas residence after an

 A
pril 1963 attem

pt on 

his life. A
ll test bullets w

ere fired from
 O

sw
ald's M

an
n

lich
er-

C
arcan

o rifle. A
nd the other tw

o? 

U
n

com
fortab

le d
ou

b
ts 

It sh
ou

ld
 b

e ob
viou

s th
at 

th
e critics [of th

e • W
arren

 
R

ep
ort] ("

T
h

e assassin
ation

 
th

at w
ill n

ot d
ie"

 b
y Jaih

es 
R

. P
h

elan
, N

ov. 23) n
ow

 con
-

stitu
te a

 so
rt o

f g
ra

ssro
o
ts 

m
ovem

en
t of th

e A
m

erican
 

p
eop

le. A
s w

e b
ecom

e m
ore 

aw
are of th

e con
trad

ictory 
facts of th

e [K
en

n
ed

y] case 
(m

an
y of w

h
ich

 P
h

elan
 d

id
 

n
ot even

 m
en

tion
), of th

e im
-

p
lau

sib
le con

clu
sion

s d
raw

n
 

b
y th

e official in
vestigators, 

of th
e visu

al evid
en

ce of th
e 

Z
apruder; film

, dissatisfaction 
w

ith
 th

e W
arren

 R
ep

ort n
at-

u
rally grow

s. It is n
ot a q

u
es-

tion
 of ou

r b
ein

g p
rey to th

e 
absurd theories and irrespon-
sib

le p
olem

ics of th
e critics. 

-M
ost of us cannot offer alter-

n
ative in

terp
retation

s, , b
u

t 
sim

p
ly h

ave th
e u

n
com

fort-
a
b

le feelin
g
 th

a
t w

e d
o
 n

o
t 

k
n

o
w

 th
e w

h
o
le tru

th
 a

n
d

 
that the W

arren C
om

m
ission 

h
as b

een
 gu

ilty of w
h

at P
h

e-
lan charges the critics [w

ith]: 
"

P
resen

tation
 of th

eory as... 
fact, an

d
 strain

in
g after con

-
clusions that violate evidence,

.  

- logic and com
m

on sense." 
K

R
ISTIN

 W
. H

EN
R

Y
 

A
nn A

rbor, M
ich. 

B
u

llet p
roof? 

T
he N

ew
 Y

ork T
im

es's prej-
udices and biases concerning 
the W

arren C
om

m
ission-R

e-
p

o
rt a

re so
 o

b
v
io

u
s a

s to
 

m
ak

e an
y reason

ab
ly in

tel-
ligent and objective individual 
q

u
ick

ly recogn
ize Jam

es R
. 

P
h

elan
's article for w

h
at it 

is, n
am

ely, th
e latest w

h
ite-

w
ash

 attem
p

t in
 a lon

g-con
-

tin
u

in
g series of d

elib
erate 

cover-u
p

s b
y W

arren
 C

om
-

m
ission defenders, apologists, 

other G
overnm

ent sycophants, 
an

d
 som

e m
em

b
ers `of th

e 
new

s m
edia. 

M
r. P

h
elan

 -h
ad

 h
is m

in
d

 
m

ade up about the m
ajor alle-

gation
s an

d
 con

clu
sion

s of 
h

is article from
 th

e very b
e-

gin
n

in
g, an

d
 h

is m
ajor p

u
r-

p
ose w

as to viciou
sly attack

 
an

d
 castigate W

arren
 C

om
-

m
ission

 critics. H
is article 

d
o
es n

o
t d

iscu
ss th

e m
a
n

y
 

a
rea

s o
f q

u
ite rea

so
n

a
b

le 
d

ou
b

t th
at h

ad
 b

een
 raised

 
b

y m
an

y -  in
telligen

t, sin
cere 

individuals about various as-
p

ects of th
e J.F

.K
. assassin

a-
tion and the subsequent inves-
tig

a
tio

n
. R

a
th

er, it b
eg

in
s 

w
ith

 a series of statem
en

ts 
th

at set forth
' con

clu
sion

s 
d

raw
n

 b
y th

e W
arren

 C
orn

- 

m
ission

 w
ith

ou
t an

y attem
p

t 
to challenge the thoroughness 
and accuracy of those conclu-
sion

s. F
or exam

p
le, h

e states 
th

at "
th

e th
ree d

octors w
h

o 
perform

ed, 
th

e a
u

to
p

sy
 o

n
 

K
ennedy testified that the tw

o 
shots that hit him

 cam
e from

 
behind and above him

—
from

 
the direction of the B

ook D
e-

pository." T
hose pathologists 

com
p

letely m
issed

 th
e p

res-
en

ce of a b
u

llet h
ole in

 th
e 

P
resident's throat at the tim

e 
th

ey p
erform

ed
 th

e au
top

sy, 
an

d
 th

ey n
ever d

issected
 th

e 
bullet track through the P

res-
id

en
t's b

od
y. H

ow
 can

 th
eir 

statem
en

ts b
e afford

ed
 th

e 
dignity of a final unassailable 
m

edical conclusion? 

I sp
en

t several h
ou

rs w
ith

 
M

r. P
helan in num

erous phone 
ca

lls a
n

d
 I a

lso
 sen

t h
im

 
variou

s m
aterials, in

clu
d

in
g 

p
h

otograp
h

s w
ith

 cap
tion

s. 
T

h
e T

im
es h

ad
 room

 in
 its 

article for all k
in

d
s , 

of p
ic-

tu
res, b

u
t it ran

 ou
t of sp

ace 
w

hen it cam
e tim

e to reprint 
th

e com
p

osite b
u

llet p
h

oto 
[see below

] w
hich clearly dem

-
o
n

stra
tes th

a
t th

e sin
g
le-

b
u

llet th
eo

ry
 is a

 fo
ren

sic 
scien

tific farce. A
n

d
 yet M

r. 
P

h
elan

 h
as th

e au
d

acity to 
w

rite: "D
r. W

eek em
phasizes 

that point -in arguing that the 
sin

g
le-b

u
llet th

eo
ry

 is u
n

-
tenable. F

or the bullet to have 
su

ffered
 so little d

am
age is 

im
p

rob
ab

le. B
u

t it is n
ot im

- 

possible." It is im
possible, and 

the com
posite photo w

ith the 
cap

tion
 d

ata th
at I sen

t h
im

 
w

ould have dem
onstrated that 

p
o
in

t to
 y

o
u

r rea
d

ers. O
f 

cou
rse, th

at is w
h

y th
e W

ar-
ren C

om
m

ission m
em

bers and 
staff w

h
o w

ere aw
are of th

e 
findings depicted in this com

-
posite photo in 1964, and M

r. 
P

helan in his journalistic re-
search

 an
d

 in
vestigation

 for 
th

is article, ob
viou

sly h
ad

 to 
ignore it in order to m

aintain 
th

e cred
ib

ility of th
e sin

gle-
bullet theory. 

C
A

R
L

 H
. W

E
C

H
T

, M
.D

., J.D
. 

C
oroner, C

ounty of A
llegheny 

Pittsburgh 

Jam
es P

helan replies: 
D

r. W
echt's letter follow

s 
a syndrom

e m
any of the W

ar-
ren critics display; if one does 
not agree w

ith their passion-
ately h

eld
 b

eliefs, on
e m

u
st 

b
e p

art of a con
sp

iracy. H
e 

d
oes n

ot fau
lt th

e accu
racy 

of m
y article b

u
t sim

p
ly im

-
pugns m

y m
otives. H

is rejec-
tion of the single-bullet theory 
is w

idely know
n and quoted. 

I did not "dism
iss" M

s opinion 
but sum

m
arized it and point-

ed out that Jacob C
ohen, exam

-
in

in
g th

e sam
e p

h
otograp

h
s, 

cam
e • to an opposing conclu-

sion
. I am

 n
ot irrevocab

ly 
convinced that either is neces-
sarily right 

■
 

L
etters 
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N
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M
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