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FRoM "4 PROJECTILE PASSING THROUGH CLOTH AT A GREATLY REDUCED veLociTy", 
E§GENBERG COULD HAVE SCARCELY DONE BETTER. | SUBMIT THAT A MORE REASONABLE 
INFERENCE THAN THE ONE YOU DRAW 3S THAT THE "FINE STRIATIONS" wHich Nice. perece 
TED MIGHT HAVE BEEN CAUSED BY FIRING 399 ENTO COTTON WADDING, BuT OF COURSE, 
THAT POSSIBILETY, WHIGH MUST HAVE OCCURRED TO YOU, WOULD HAVE DEPRIVED YOUR 
SOUVENIR HUNTER OF HIS HISTORIC ROLES 

(1 ALSO NOTE THAT IN CONNECTION WITH YOUR COMMENTS ON 399, You TREAT THE THEORY 
THAT IT WAS PLANTED AS IF IT WERE PopKIN's ALONE, MAKING NUMEROUS REFERENCES TO 
HIMZ BUT NOT A SINGLE REFERENCE TO ME oR "THe BastaRD BuLtet" tn THIS CONTEXT. 
I' MAKE THIG OBGERVATEON NOT FROM ANY SENSE OF WOUNDED FEELINGS THAT YOU MIGHT 
CONSIDER MY MONOGRAPH VALUELESS; FOR | HAVE ALREADY SHOWN, | BELSEVE, THAT You 
THOUGHT ENOUGH OF IT TO CO=OPT CERTAIN PORTIONS OF £¥8 CONTENTS AS YOUR OWN, NOR 
Do | INTEND, IN ANY WAY, TO DEPRECATE Popkin's woRKg IT BEING AN UNDJGPUTED FACT 
THAT HIS ARTICLE IN THE N.Y. REVSEW WAS THE FIRST PUBLICATION OF THE "PLaNT" THEORY. 
| MERELY PoiNT ouT, (1) THAT THE PRINCIPAL THEME oF PorKIN's work (BOTH ARTICLE 

AND Book) was THE "Seconp Oswato" THEORY; (2) THAT THE “pLanteD 399"'was a BECON@ 
DARY@eALTHOUGH EMPORFANT==THEME JN HIS WORK, WHICH ALSO INCLUDED MANY OTHER ASPECTS 
OF THE case; (3) THAT PoPKIN HIMSELF PUTS! FoRTH ‘THE PLANT THEORY NOT AS SOME= 
THING HE HAS PROVEN, BUT MERELY AS A "REASONABLE HYPOTHESSS". HE SAYG-ON PAGE 55 
oF "Fue Seconp Oswato"; . 

"WHaT OTHER POSSIBILITY §S THERE? THe COMMISSION NEVER SEEMS TO HAVE CON@ 
SIDERED THE POSSIBILITY THAT THE BULLET WAS PLANTED. YET IN VIEW OF EVi= 
DENCE CONCERNING Noe 399 IT 1S AN ENTIRELY REASONABLE HYPOTHESIS THAT THE 
BULLET HAD NEVER BEEN IN A HUMAN BODY, ANO COULD HAVE BEEN PLACED ON ONE OF 
THE STRETCHERS. IF THIS POSSIBILITY HAD BEEN CONSIDERED, THEN THE Come 
MIGBION MIGHT HAVE REALIZED THAT SOME OF THE EVIDENCE méGHT bE S&rake® anp 
COULD HAVE BEEN DELIBERATELY FAKED.” (UnpeRLINeEs AODED) 

MY MONOGRAPH, HOWEVER, WAS THE ONLY WORK ENTERELY INVOLVED WITH BULLET 399; 
AND THEREFORE AFFORDED THE OPPORTUNITY TO EXPLORE IN CONG IDERABSLY GREATER DEPTH 
$78 ROLE on NovemBer 22 63, |’ FRANKLY BELtEVE | DO NOT OVERSTATE THE CAGE WHEN 
I] say. IT GoES SIGNIFICANTLY jFHAN, NY OTHER WORK TOWARDS PROVING THAT 399 was EN 
FACT PLANTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF IMPLECATING OSWALD. 

To CONFRONT THE FACT THAT MY “HYPOTHESES APPROACH HAD VIRTUALLY ELIMJ@ 
NATED ANY © LeceTemaTe sNVOLVEMENT FOR 399 WAS TO GONFRONT THE FACT OF NEAR 
CERTAINTY THAT IT WAS PLANTED; NOT INNOCENTLY BY A CONSCSENCE@=STRICKEN SOUVERNIR 
HUNTER, BUT BY AN ACCESSORY IN THE CONSPIRACY WHICH MURDERED PRESIDENT KENNEDY$ 
AND TO GONFRONT THE RESULTING FACT THAT THE SECRET SERVICE AND FBI BoTH oF 
WHOM HANDLED THIS BULLET, HAD TO (aT LEAST) STRONGLY SUSPECT THAT THIS BULLET 
WAS EVIDENCE, NOT oF Oswalo's auILT, BUT OF THE EXISTENCE OF THAT CONSPIRACY. 

| BELIEVE §T WAS FOR THIS REASON THAT YOU PREFERRED TO BB DRAW ATTENTION TO 
Popkin's Less HAZARDOUS CONCLUSION, THAT $7 WAG AN “ENTIRELY REASONABLE HYPOTHESES" 
THAT 399 WAS PLANTED, . 

AVOIDANCE a= WHY? 

WHEN WE FERST MET AT Lire §n Octoser °66 | was puzZLED BY YOUR FAILURE TO 
CONFRONT THE Z1890198 SEQUENCE, WHICH IBPOKE OF EARLIER AS INDICATING A PROBABLE 
JFK HEY AT 189-190. I WANTED TO POINT THE OBSERVATIONS OUT To YOU ON THE BLEDES, 
WHICH WERE A FEW FEET FROM US ON THE LEGHT BOR, You SAgD YOU HAD! NO TESME TO EXAMINE 
THEMs IN THE FOLLOWING WEEKS AND MONTHS, BY WHICH TIME | LEARNED THAT VOU WERE 
WRETENG A BOOK, | WAS PUZZLED AT YOUR FARLURE TO CONTACT ME (tn EACH OF BouR 
PHONE GONVERSATIONS, | GALLED you). EVEN PRIOR To ouR LIFE MEETING You WERE 
CERTAINLY AWARE, AT LEAST THROUGH VINCE, THAT | HAD DONE CONSIDERABLE PIONEER 
WORK WITH THE ZAPRUDER FILM; AND, FROM IT, HAD DEVELOPED A NUMBER OF HYPOTHESES 
AS TO TIMING OF SHOTS, REG ERRARARARRKKNAKRARRA RAR NUS KS GNSS BESS HBBEBLBSS 
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PARTICULARLY IN REGARDS TO OUR DIFFERENCES over 189 wouLD | HAVE THOUGHT 
SUCH ADDITIONAL MEETINGS DESIRABLE FROM YOUR STANDPOINT$ ESPECIALLY §N VEEW OF 
THE FACT THAT BY THEN (SPRING '57) You HAD COME TO ACCEPT A PRINCIPAL HYPOTHESES 
OF MINE, 238. It SEEMED TO ME THAT, WERE OUR POSITIONS REVERSED AND WERE | THE 
ONE WHO WAS PLANNING A BOOK, | WoULD BE THE ONE TO ENITEATE CONTACT WITH YOU §N 
ORDER TO MAKE SURE | WAS FULLY EXPOSED TO YOUR ARGUMENTS ANO COUNTER@ARGUMENTS, 
PROVIDED THAT IT WAS MY INTENTION TO MAKE MY BOOK AS ACCURATE AS POSSIBLE> 
THEREFORE, GINCE IT #88 QUITE NATURAL TO ATTEMPT TO GUAGE MNOTHER'S BEHAVIOR IN A 
GIVEN BETUATION BY IMAGINING oNE’a own, | COULD NOT HELP BUT WONDER AT YOUR PO08= 
SIBLE MOTIVESS 

PERHAPS, CONCERN ON YOUR PART THAT | MIGHT TAKE AS MY OWN KEY FINDINGS oF 

YouRS? HARDLY; THE FIRST KENNEDY GHOT WE ARE IN TOTAL DISAGREEMENT ON3 THE 238: 

GONNALLY SHOT WAS MY OWN DISCOVERY, AND THE DOUBLE HEAD@-HIT | HAO ALREADY CONCLUDED, 

ACADEMIC sNoBBERY? PERHAPS YOU WERE AWARE OF MY OWN LACK OF FORMAL AGADEMIC 

CREDENTUALG, AND CHOSE NOT TO DEAL WITH A SCHOLASTIC INFERIOR? SucH ATTITUDES we 

KNOW ARE COMMON ENOUGHS BUT EVEN IF YOU DID HARBOR SUCH AN ATTITUDE (ano { Have 

NO EVIDENCE THAT YOU DID)» 8T WOULD NOT HAVE APPEARED TO ME SUFFIGEENT TO OVER]@ 

COME TME DICTATES OF SELFoINTEREST «02 ASSUMING YOU UNDERSTOOD YOUR SELF@§NTEREST 

TO COINCSDE WITH A THOROUGHLY HONEST BOOK. 

WHATEVER THE ACTUAL REASON FOR YOUR BEHAVIOR, §T DID NOT SEEM CONSSSTENT 

WITH A WELLENGNESS TO CONFRONT EVIDENCE INEIMECAL TO YOUR THEORIES. RATHER, IT 

‘$6 CONSISTENT WITH A GTUDIED REFUSAL TO CONFRONT SUCH EVIDENCE; AND, ALSO, PERHAPS 

WITH A CONSCIOUS INTENT TO INSULATE YOURSELF FROM ONE WHOSE WORK, IN A NUMBER OF 

IMPORTANT CAGES, YOU INTENBED TO MAKE USE OF WETHOUT PROPERLY CREDITING YOUR SOURCE. 

SuMMaRY 

| BUMMARIZE MY CHARGES AGAINST YOU AB FOLLOWS, RESTRICTING THEM FOR THE PUR@ 
POSES OF THIS LETTER TO YOUR FALLURE TO PROPERLY CREDST YOUR SOURCE WHEN USING MY 
MATERSAL. (A DETAILED LIGTING AND PROOF OF "PATTERN Two" CHARGES WELL BE MADE IN A. 
LATER LETTER) $ 

L 4, Your FAtLure, In Your article (pa 46) To cREOIT ME WITH THE 238 SHOULDER] 
DIP LEADES READERS TO BELSEVE THE DISCOVERY WAS YOUR OWN. THIS 15 PLAGIAR= 
§SMe | : 

2. THE CONVEYANCE, §N YouR ARTICLE (pa 46), oF THE IMPRESSION THAT THE THREE 
ENDICES YOU CITE AS EVIDENCE OF A 238 HIT ARE COmEQUAL IN IMPORTANCESCON] 

_-STETUTE INTELLECTUAL SLOPPINESS AT BEST; AND PROBABLY INDICATE A DELEBER@= 
_ ATE ATTEMPT TO ERRONEOUGLY BM MAXEMEZE YOUR OWN ROLE IN THIS THEORYs 

30 YOUR FAILURE To NOTE, JN YouR ARTICLE (Pa 50),THAT | HAD MADE AN JMDEPEN@ 
DENT DISCOVERY OF THE JFK DOUBLE HEAD@eHIT, AND THAT THIS WAS PRIOR TO 

YOUR OWN DESCOVERY AND HAD APPEARED IN PRINT AS MUCH AS ONE YEAR EARLSER 
(FACTS KNOWN TO YOU LONG BEFORE THE WRITING OF YOUR ARTICLE); THESE 
CONSTITUTE INTELLECTUAL GLOPPINESS AT BEST} AND PROBABLY INDICATE A 
DELIBERATE ATTEMPT TO “HIDE THE FACTS. 

A, THE RELEGATION, IN YOUR BOOK, TO THE END OF A CHAPTER A PERFUNCTORY 
CREDIT LENE FOR THE OISCOVERY OF THE 238 SHOULDER=DIP (PG 81), CONSTI@ 
TUTES BNADEQUATE GREDIT FOR A FIND WHICH YOU KNOW TO SE OF CENTRAL AND 
UNEQUE IMPORTANCE TO YouR B00K (PG 74=76 ). THIS. CONSTITUTES A CARELESS 
BREAGH OF INTELLECTUAL ETHICS AT BESTS AND PROBABLY REPRESENTS A DELIG= 
ERATE ATTEMPT TO MASK MY AUTHORSHIP OF THIS DISCOVERYs YOUR FAILURE To 
MENTION THE FACT THAT YOU PREVIOUSLY HELD ANOTHER VEEW PRIOR TO ADOPTING 
THE 238 THEORY IS CONGIGTENT WITH THIS INTERPRETATION,
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5e YOUR FAILURE, IN YOUR BOOK, TO MENTION AND CREDIT CONNALLY '8 TURNe@INTER= 

RUPTION FOLLOWING Z237 CONSTITUTES INTELLECTUAL CARELESSNESS, AT BEST§ 

AND 86 CONSISTENT WITH THE PREVEOUSLY NOTED ATTEMPT TO FALSELY §NFLATE 

YOUR OWN CONTRIBUTIONS AND TO DEMINISH MINE FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE 

238 THEORY « (pa 70=76)e ; 

6. Your RELEGATION TO THE END OF THE cHaPTER ("THE Head SHots") oF a 

CREDIT To ME FOR HAVING INDEPENBDENTLY DISCOVERED "“FHIS DOUBLE MOVEMENT", 

(pa 112), witHouT NoTING: (A) THAT | HAD CONCLUDED ST WAS QGAUSED BY 

A DOUBLE HIT (YOUR TREATMENT IN THIS CHAPTER=-PG686=95—==SHOWS UNMEGTAKABLY 

You ARE AWARE OF THE DISTINCTION); (6) THAT | HAD CONCLUDED THES PRIOR 

TO YOUR OWN SNDEPENDENT DESCOvVERY; (c) THAT | WAS IN@PRENT WITH MY> 
FINDINGS ONE YEAR EARLSER (Eroca), OR NSNE MONTHS EARLIER IN THE Usd 

(RaMPARTS)$ ALL OF WHICH WAS KNOWN TO YOU; THESE FACTS GONSTETUTE GROGS 

INTELLECTUAL SLOPPINESS, AT BEST; AND PROBABLY €NDICATE A DELIBERATE 

ATTEMPT TO MASK THE FACTS 

Je YOUR WRITING OF THE 314=315 FRAME TRANSPOSITION (PG S9), IN A CONTEXT 

WHICH WOULD NOT PERMIST THE UNINFORMED READER TO CONCLUDE THE DISCOVERY 

WAS NOT YOUR OWN, CONSTY®OTE PLAGIARISM, oO 

S Your Footnote on pace 449 oF YouR 800K, RAISING THE QUESTION OF A HIGH= 

SPEED FRAGMENT FROM A LOW=SPEED BULLET WaS PLAGJARIZED FROM PAGE 2 

OF MY BOOKs 

9, Your use oF A SECTION TITLE "WHicn StretcHeR" (pa 154),KNOWING THAT 87 

~ WAS IDENTICAL TO A CHAPTER TITLE IN MY BOOK, $6 UNETHICAL AT BESTS AND 

PROBABLY CONSTITUTES PLAGIARIEMe 

10, Your INCLUSION OF THE “TIME@CONSTRAINT ARGUMENT (Pa 156) TO PRECLUDE 

3 PrRestpeNT KeNNeoY's STRETCHER AS A Locus of TomLINson's DgSCOVERY OF 

BULLET 399, PROBABLY CONsTITUTES PLAGIARISM (Pe 16 oF "BastaRD BuLLet”), 

THESE ‘ARE MY CHARGES AS TO CREDIT. | DO NOT MAKE THEM LIGHTLY OR MALESCIOUSLY. 

| RECOGNIZE FULLY THAT IT WOULD HAVE SEEN GROSSLY unsus TAN RECKLESS TO HAVE — 

MADE THEM WY THOUT DOCUMENTING MY CASE AG FULLY AND FACTUALLY AS | WAS ABLEo 

WHILE | CERTAINLY MAKE 9/0 PRETENSE TO BEING EMOTIONALLY NEUTRAL, | HAVE CON@ 

SCEOUSLY STREIVEN, TO THE BEST OF MY ABILETY, TO PRESENT THE FACTS WITH INTEL@ 

LECTUAL OBJECTIVITY. |N SHORT, | HAVE TRIED NOT TO PRESENT AN ADVOCATE 'S BRIEF. 

IF vou FEEL YoU CAN FACTUALLY REFUTE ANY OR ALL OF THESE GHARGES, PLEAGE DO SO. 

| WOULD WELCOME YOUR EFFORTS, ALTHOUGH | FRANKLY BELYEVE THE FACTS (aS DISTIN] 

@UIGHED,PERHAPS, FROM MY OPINIONS AB TO YOUR MOTIVES) TO BE IRREFUTABLE. 

| AM, THEREFORE, ASKING THAT YOU DO THE FOLLOWSNG; BOTH IN JUSTICE FO THE 

AGGURACY OF THE RECORD, AND §N AT LEAST PARTIAL RECOMPENSE FOR THE INJUSTICES 

DONE ME 3: : 7 

@. Ureac Witttam Emerson of THe GatEvePOsT TO PRINT A LETTER FROM YOU, OR 

TO OTHERWISE CORRECT THE RECORD IN THEIR MAGAZINE} GREDITING ME WITH 

DESCOVERY OF THE 23% GHOULDER DIP, AND WITH THE INDEPENDENT AND PRIOR 

DIGCOVERY OF THE DOUBLE=HITe , 

2o THAT YoU PROMPTLY TAKE NECESSARY MEASURES TO INSURE THAT IN FUTURE 

PRINTINGS OF YOUR BOOK, WHETHER IN HARD OR SOFT COVERS, THAT PROPER 

CREDIT BE GIVEN ME FOR THE FOLLOWSNG: THE 235 GHOULDER@DIP3 THE 

3142315 TRANGPOSITIONS MY PRIOR AND INDEPENDENT DISCOVERY OF THE 

JFK poUBLE@<HIT} THE TIME=CONSTRAENT ARGUMENT IN CONNECTION WETH 

PrResipenT KENNEDY'S STRETCHER} AND FOR THE SLOW BULLET/FAST FRAGMENT 
ARGUMENT»



Pg 23 

]i} ALSO ASK THAT YOU INFORM ME WETHIN THIRTY OAYS WHETHER OR NOT YOU INTEND 

TO TAKE THEGE STEPS. 

SINCERELY, 

Ra no Marcus 

P.Som— To AVOID THE IMPRESSION (ey THIS. POINT, UNDERSTANDABLE) THAT MY VIEW OF 

YOUR BOOK 16 TOTALLY NEGATIVE, | WISH TO STATE MY BELJE® THAT, IN A NUMBER 

OF WAYS, IT 16 ONE OF THE MOST GIGNIFICANT WORKS YET TO APPEAR; AND $N ITS 

PREGENTATION OF IMPORTANT PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE, SKETCHES, AND CHARTS, 

OBVIOUSLY THE MOST GIGNIFICANT. BECUASE OF MY OWN LONG@HELO BELIEF THAT 

PHOTOGRAPHS CONTAINED THE MOST GRUCIAL EVEDENCE AVAILABLE IN THIS ENTIRE 

CASE, AND THAT THE ZAPRUDER FILM CONSTITUTED THE MOST pecisive, | Quite 

NATURALLY LOOKED FORWARD TO YOUR BOOK AS THE DIFINITIVE WORK IN REGARD TO 

THIS EVIDENCE. THIS WAS SO DESPITE MY PUZZLEMENT AT YOUR APPARENT REFUGAL 

To CONFRONT THE FACTS OF THE 189-190 HYPOTHESIS IN OUR CONVERSATIONS, AND 

AT YOUR FAILURE TO CONTACT MEs ; 

As rorne CREDIT QUESTION, | SIMPLY DID NOT 6USPECT THAT YOU WOULD FAIL 

YO MAKE PROPER ATTRIBUTION, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FACTS, WHICH WERE KNOBN. 

yo You. NEITHER DID | ANTECIPATE THAT THE SECOND PATTERN, TO WHICH | HAVE 

REFERRED, WOULD APPEARe IN THESE RESPECTS, YOUR ARTICLE AND BOOK ARE 

GREAT DISAPPOENTMENTS. IT $& PARTICULARLY UNFORTUNATE THAT A WORK GO EFFEC@= 

TEVE JN CONCEPTION, PRODUCTION, AND PRESENTATION, AND INTO WHICH THE AUTHOR 

HAS OBVSOUSLY PUT A GREAT DEAL OF CONCENTRATED EFFORT, SHOULD NEVERTNELESS 

‘BE GO SERTOUSLY FLAWED; ESPECIALLY SINCE THE MAJOR FLAWS WERE AVOIDABLEs 

P.P.Sem= You SAID IN YOUR CLOSING PARAGRAPH, ] HAVE ADMIRED FOR A LONG TEME 

THE ACUITY AND HONESTY OF YOUR WORKese"; | ALSO SEE BY THE RETURN ADDRESS 

ON THE ENVELOPE OF YOUR LETTER TO ME (copy ENCLOSED) THAT YoU HAVE NO REAL 

- DEFFICULTY IN USING MY NAME == AT LEAST §N THIS CASE» IF ONLY YOU HAD 

"REMEMBERED TO PUT THE NAME YOU HAVE SHOWN YOU CAN UGE TOGETHER WITH THE 

WORK YOU SAY YOU AOMIRE, THIS LETTER (ALTHOUGH NOT THE NEXT ONE) GOULD 

HAVE BEEN AVOIDEDs 

A NOTE TO THIRD PARTIES TO WHOM COPIES ARE GENTS 

To THOSE WHO MAY REGARD THE FOREGOING AS A PURELY PERGONAL MATTER BETWEEN 

THOMP5ON AND ME, THIS LENGTHY COMMUNICATION MAY WELL SEEM AN UNNECESSARY EMPOS= 

ITHON. & AM AWARE THAT SUCH MATTERS, ESPECIALLY CONSIDERING THE HISTORIC MAG@= 

NITUDE OF THE CASE, MAY SEEM PETTY IN THE EXTREMES AND THERE MAY BE A TENDENCY 

FOR GOME TO SAY "A PLAGUE ON BOTH YOUR Houses", 

| sueMiT, HOWEVER, THAT THE CHARGES | HAVE MADE ARE PARTICULARLY SERSOUS 

PRECISELY BECAUSE OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE CASEe WHATEVER ADDITIONAL PERGOMAL 

MOTIVES ANY OF US MAY HAVE FOR OUR INVOLVEMENT IN THES CATACLYSMIC EVENT, IF 

OUR PRIMARY MOTIVATION IS NOT TO DISCOVER AND EXPOSE THE TRUTH OF PRESIDENT 

KENNEDY'S ASGAGGINATION, WHATEVER THAT TRUTH MAY BE, THEN WE DESERVE LESS THAN 

RESPECT FROM OUR COLLEAGUES, OUR FELLOW CITEBZENS, AND FROM HIGTORVs Bince | 

BELIEVE A NOT UNIMPORTANT PART OF THE REGPONGIBILETY WE HAVE UNDERTAKEN ts TO 

LEAVE AN ACCURATE RECORD OF OUR PARTICIPATION AND CONTRIBUTIONS, | sergveve THE 

DOCUMENTATION | HAVE PRESENTED SHOULD BE CONSIDERED IN THAT LIGHTe 

copies: VINCE SaLaNoria, NS. ARNONE, Svivia MEAGHER, BILL Turner, Dick SPRAGUE, 

RACHARD POrKtNs Maceie Fseto, Litiian CasTeLLaNno, px Dave LiF Ton 

ER B, Eo Kern, STEVE BURTON, Birt O'CONNELL 

(DOCUMENTATION MATEREAL HEREIN REFERRED TO AVASLASLE ON request)


