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Hile m
Senator Edward Lensedy
Senate Uf{loe 5ldges

Doar kre fartin,

REMAXIER Mow often 1 tell myself tho last thing that should concern ke, glven the
undeviating stkitude, is anytldng having to do with the welfare or futures of any of youl
Even if other national finterests were not involved, I ocan't porsuade myself this isa
correet atiitude, so here § go with angther futility, another effiort to let you know
what you are into, what you have done. TR S . : ‘ -

You have recognize. Dr. Latiimore as a medioal expert, defined in the contract
23 pathologist or expsrt in a rclated fibdd. 1 has vigorously denied this (Long
John liebol Show, WHBC,1/10/72). (n that show be almso adud tted né Iuouledge of the
. ding tha teatizg - 3he pruseatar er thwnames of gny gng of
the Jepartmont of Justloe of experts, and that he had not until given access to
thia suppressed evidence, oven taken-the tioe to look & the Moviaes of the assassination,
These are indecd wnique oredentiala for boih sapartise and genuine interest!

Tave 0

iveyy source quotes him as saying that this £ils proves Udwald slone did the decd,
“hat is beyond the capaclty of any f£ilm, ‘

. know fyos Ry ovp experiments that Oswald was a perfootly competent marieman™
(Long Ialani Press, Newsgay 1/10). Can you tidnk of gjy “experiwent” any man can
perform that oan in any way adcress the coupetence or lack of it of any dead man? ind
on this seme point he cleiumed possession of &n Omvald Harine record showing Oswald to
bave béen a superd shot (Long Joln Show)e He can't have reai the Warren Comaission
ovldence, which Le that uhen last tested Oswald scorsd but & pingle point over the winimum
required of the yorak shot in any military se:vice, and that at his best he was just an
ordinary shote Or the testimony that showed he was really & very poor shot. ihis is
the official Karine Corps evaluation. 1f you want citatious, 1'li provide them and copdes.

Ho says the Warren Commis ion was wrong in ite representation of the trajsctory
of the mo-oulled non~fatal shot, that it it much higher, yet the darres Report was :
corregt in the rest of the trajectory. What contortions can bo expscted of even a nagloal
bullet from youpr expert - and mske no mist.ke, you arv sacdled with him, How can the
Cousdmdon heve beun wight with a flatter tmsjectory (and lattimer doesn t even kuow what
1t said that was!) and etill right .ith a stesper trajectory? -

L0, Your selection, ygur exdlusive expert, has these glots fired:s one tiwt did all
the damege to the heady on. that misoed entirclys onc that caused all thw nonbfatal
injuries. this comes to three, which could not have be.n Iired by wuyone in the time
clocked on film. o this your man sdds (CBS-IV fiorning dews 1/10 - and I have the tupe)
that dlet 399, thc one 0 which al. the non-fotal damage is avirdbuted, may woll not
have touched the Frecivent at all aud have hit “overmor Connall}y alone, o, what, then,
as your man puts it, cuuse. all the nonwfutal damege to the Prosldent? inevitably, by
your own ezpert, a fourth bullet and s oonppiracy at best. ILf this is the mccounting of
the killing of one of his brothers you want your denstor to ba responsibls for, it is
only part of it. Uincerely, liarold Weisborg
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Pove L@t me now forecast the future, to sonc of which I om privy, unlesss taut coundving
hae becn aborted, as i havo tried to arrangc.

He who acts in the heunedy name will now permit a gunuine expert to mes this mnferlule
iny pathologist who kuows anything of the ofiicisl accounting cun louk at the genuine
film and the clothing and find it impossible to aveld saylng thils evidence disproves
that ofricial accountinge He euerges froa lds exanination ani so deckires.

(Parenthetically, I teli you that there is mo pathologlst, including the best, and
one of espscially fine oredentials is involved, kuows encugh about the rest or the evidence
to wake a full evaluation and none knows enough about alli the attendant cdrcunsiances to

put any conclusions in thu: proper perspective.)

So this accredited pathologist couwes out and says the accounting oi how tie President
who was the brother of the living Senator Eenuedy is false., what then hap.ens?

Who will be blamed? Who represents the estate, in whoso naume was inspoction permlttud,
and first of all by an utter incoupetent, a self-gocker, a bitier, irrational partisan?

7hat do you think the chorus will be, from Hixon ell pious, kitohell all legal,
Kleindienst the rightecus and “gover the saintliest? Will it be - anc with thelr recordg
88 it be other than that this was all suppressed by th: Keunedys, and if there is
anything wrong with the accounting of how the Prusicent was killed, ask the: Kennedys
who are responaidle for the suporessions? How many still live to answer?

You idght ve interested iun a Tew other proofs of the latogrity ar- credibility of
your aexpert. Hedical World Hews 12/12/69, "it wau physically jmpossible for him {5¥K] to
have bent over.” 1f you don't know, went to muke a bet? Cupuld he @t down? There is
aiilays the poeuibility of Journalistic ervor, bat thls saxe source guoten you men as
usdng the identical amamnition at.ributed to vswald, "in late 1964 Dr. Lattimer thought
to advertise in Shotmun lews for winchester auruniticn of.the type usea by Oswald."
Great, considering the alleged amo was World War II Weastexn, not Winchester.

lie now pretends to have "had some reservationa" about Oswald's gublt vbafore"

. peeing what you have wade avaliable to him Just now (quote from HeY.Dally Hews 1/ 10/?1 ),.

amtde frow the Hedical World Hews story, which saya the oprosite, as does his entire record,
in Intornational Surgery 12/68, p. 526. among mony Uidngs makdng him & 1972 lar is, “Ihe
faoct that bullet 299 was fired from Oswald's rifle has becn verifiod by tests dose by the
FoBele laboratoryeee® Tis is Lattiner's Jexmonal writing, not a paraphrase. another (pe528),
wias the ammundtion uned by Uswald unrelioble?" Hext page, "Oawald's a:munition®s "Oswald's
unfired round¥y",.cartridge cases found near his firing looution®: "Opueld used american—
5848, « . Cartridges’ ;s Vewald's ammunition unreliable?eeeclearly HO'IM, Page 531, "carblne
of the exact type uses by Oswalds" “awmnition used by Oswsld" (repeated tuice). bven earlier,
4n the Yournal of the American le.ical Association of Uctober 24, 1966, your man of trust,
honor and exteraie who now pretenda he was fron the first open-minded aud only what you

have no: show him persuades him Oswald was the assassin, in his very first sentence rofers

to "the assassin Lee Harvey Oswald”e This is repeuted and repeated. He sald the sae thdng

in Chlcago (New York #ost 10.24/68), suain ample rapetition. The Washington Fost of 10/26/66
quotos ldm as saying "it was Oswald and Uswald alone®, otill awzain with ample repetition. :

Ug you people phck them! Do you kuow who to trust with your Senator's houor!

) And 1 hav: not bwgun tocexhanat what I can tell you of battimer and his "work", or
shat he hac yeot to address that I asked him four years ago. All relevant, as you can learie
Une othor demonstration of his skilli in ballistics may interest youe He pas seid (:ncluding
on the Long Jomn Show, tape a ble) that it would be impossiblc to fire such a buliet
into cotton aa: recover it iun such condition. If you want tyg more purfect, ask He.



