Hyattstown, /'d, 20734 September 1, 1966

¥i:s Sarsh Unwin, aAssistent to the “ditor
The Evenlng Standard
47 Shoe Lene, ~ondon Z,C. 4, anslend,

Tk

Lear liiss Unwin,

I wa - sbout to recsll to you our unsnswered wsvious corrsspondsnce, for

g7

I've heard nothingz from you or !r. Jeremy Campbell cince you ssili “he mutter had
b:an referred to him, when I racelved from ny sgent, .lr, Cordon Horbord, 53 5t.

Martin's Lsne, “ondon ‘.3, £ 3 copy o ths truly infsrmative orticle by "r.

Fater Foirley, from your iugust 26 edition.

- resuning the accuracy of the information contoined ia chis urticle, 1 em
taleing the tims fowom my continuing writfng, for :hich there is not enoush time,
for » few comients thet msy interest your sditor,.

First ol oll, the entire msttaer of the "new" informestlon of the autopsy

papers 1s new only in thex mamner 4n which 1t has becons pudblic. 1 m de it

it avuilable in my wrticle, to be s chapter in the took I am now workins on, to

Viidng Press in o gesture of frien*linens end in confidonce, to put fhem in s
position to defend themselves sgninst atisek, Yir, Harbord hae a cony of this
srticle snd can show you when he got it, this ple2cin: %the tppromimete time of
its comnpletion. I now find this materiul belinp broudcest ip tho trade in liew

York, where 1t gppears zlso Lo have been included in the prelnge Viking sold

Bantem, whose neperteck edition if INGUZST 1s reportedly due is: two we-ks.

A ratber short life for s hardbnoked book, whose wublizstion d-te wes Jume 29,

and an unususl roturn ol help.
The entirs metter of the . ithheld sutopsy photogrsphs emi =rays 1s not
E new and is wittout tha sisniflcsncse cuirrently sttributed to 1t. Iven ir those

filws are no released ani theie 1s uny rescon Yo trukt ihem oftar this long

delay, vnd they show the woundein s-proximstsly the placea sllaged, the Heport
is still sntirely fules, o5 the mowt casusl exsmination of the womalssion's
owmn evidence in HITEWSH proves. It 1s not thald ohhny-coma-;até}f's with

weelth behind tham who firut eslled this %o pubdlic stte tion or who did so in



private comnunicstions, i’y correspondence is not yet publie, may never bvemr, and
corteinly will not be until I consider vhe time cppropriste. 1 do not resgsrd
zither the ssuvasgsination of a president or ifs sudsequent luvestigzctlon as mattem
%+ be hsndled as she sals of sutos or depilatorfes. I huve notyce- ;0, 1 shsll not
do so, and I belicve in the and I shell not sufler.

Your quotations of lir, Richerd Popkin ond his wife urc both o great public
end litersry se:rvice ond, on » porsonal lavel, provi-.lé me vith tueh plessurce
S0 Lr, Topkim told «r. Yairly "today”, meming -uzust 20, 1956,thoet the svidence
cominz from my more recent work "lends strong welght to the idva th:t there were
70 s3sassins,” The net doubt not unintendsd import 1. that this is & sudden
povelstion bastowad upon s startled and unbelieving world by !ir. <opkin ond 1s
not somethinz he resd in 'EITEVASH, completed Februory 196§, published thet summer
e, 17 you'll excuse the expression, "revicwed" by r. “opkin in the law York
dgvien of Hooks a‘;?ted July 28, Here you will find & remarkable parallel between
his tirle, '"’ae Second C3weld”’ snd the content of his review ond my chspber "The
Felse Uswald", vthich is unmenticned in the "smview™ that presents its essentiel
infomstion os the fruit of ilr. Topkin's own gremt labor. The concent of 2 second
pssessin did not originats with lir, Popkin, 4id not with md, but gcertainly in
those Taw books on the work of the Commlssion, of which mine alone is restricted
entirely to its officlel informestion, 1% was first und still most thoroushly
vresented in mine,

The blurbinz of the "review" identifies iire "opkin as sn expert in skenticism.
Derhena this sccounts for his repetition of the now fanous Trevor-Roper gafle, a
thins 1 never thought would sgein sppesr in the Britih press bmt—3Fswas quite
aurpriudito findé in 8 TV show I was on in Hew York yesterdsy. I nresume it is a
reflsetlon of his own deep deiiving, as I recell his thrice-rsa2dins of the 10,000,
000 word: ointhe tsstimony 2n! exhibits, He teld “r, Firlsy,™Thz doctor who
performed the sutopsy said he burned his preliminsry notes of it on Fovember 24,

1963", The eminent Regius Professor of Wistory, who more recently in his intense
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persopal pursuit of the chelrmen of the former Com ission hss scenf fid to

to misrepresent fact to justify his chase ( s I documented in personsl correspon-
dence ith the UsS. -ublisher of his introduction %o tha Lane bork), said exactly
this two yesrs azo enmi retracted it, suying hias erow-consumption ould be public.
The cortificstion of .this destruction, wilch nnpeare on noge 187 of MHITEVATH and
required none of Lir, Zopkin's assistence in beacoming nublic, says just thet, But

in his tastimony the doctor swore thls meent not his noi;:s of the sutopsy but
what may be even worse, the first draft of 1tl T™is you will Tiod on Tage 183

of ny booke Lxcerpts of the papers thet by now perpheps meny ~shers ars wishking
he hed sleo buraned sppear in facsimile on pege 198, You mey find sore interest in

the stbstentive echanges, including the eliminetion o the medicsl opinion in

pellas that tho President was, in fect, shot from the front. The/contimed to e

refl-cted in the sutopsy dradt for tvwo days. 1t was elimineted in tho typing,

not even by thz doctor, as s comporison of ~hat 1 renreoducze from the holograth

vith the fourth perszraph pf the typed verslon will show jou.
In justicse to the Com ission, 1t must be ackmowledzed, uven 1if Hr. Yopkin

is reluctant to do so, that it did "mentdon a wouad lower fown 1n ths Tresii=nt's
[ W4 TS 4, 4. 147)
beck". The Leport acknowlsdges the testlmony of ¢lint )11, the “ecret Service
n

agent, that he sow ¢ bullet st ike four laches below tha “mnsidont's collar, The

leck of precision in spesking smd writing thet is unfortun~tely chersct ristic

of those who sre following me ond are reluctznt to acimowladgs tha blazinge of

the trail is spperent. The ”eport just refused to credit Bill, Put it did "nention”

his locstion of this wound.
e no doubt shzll Zorever be indebted for this im ortnl line:"If a bullet

did strike him in that manner, then in my opibion 1t could no* hove come from
Osvald's rifle =nd suggests that » second assas:in fired.” The excltation I
scknowlodge is now the dua of this eninsnt prolosscr of philosophy, snacislizing

in skepticism, has nothing to ds with less respectful com entatiess michi eall

1
puch unpleassnt things as (perdsh the thoughtl) pleglarism, I must acknokedze,

however, & numb r of comiunications along this line end my own particination

bt wa
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in brosdcsat debstes where the Uomml:ssion's defshder sxrruuaed mach ‘Lo same
thought, o doubt if you reed this exaercise in selectiws skapticism which should
certainly earn ir. Popkin en sdditional desrce, =g it appaera the ond 22 July 1948,
ir comrarison with WHETIWASL, written e yeor snd e helf enrlisr, you will {form

your own coenclualons,

FYortunately, sa a child, you withi-ut doudt learned not %o heold your breath.

There should therefors % n» hazerd in vour vaitlag until Omtobar, vhen I'r,
Popkin will presest the "full ﬁatails of his flnding? in e work 4hnt may well
sheke the litorary world, "The Second Os=eYd". Your statoment thet it Is heing
"published by thz: New York TSeview of Books' will male sanse to nmeny of us of

gomething that was earlier not as comprehensitbla.

I am father disiressed thot you find this "will be the thind major work by
independent investigators eriticizing the official oxplanation”y not becsuse you
make no reference to THITT7ASH, and not Hecause o{ what has apynesrad there is nothing

of importance that wes not already public in 1%, ard no% hecause 81l o? them to-
gether do not tell more than an appraciable fraction of what i+ dees, snd not
because all of then suifer major doctrinal flows es vall es departures froa strict
aceuracy. lio, you fail to mention enother work by e serious snd resnected writer
issued by a major publishar, "The Dewald Affair”, by Len Ssuvape whose parsonal
ethics I o8n give the hirchast and the ontirely unstinting endorssment of s man who
has sincerc and profound resvect Tor them.

Your refarence to Mark Lane's appesrance on 5BJ anverantly alludes to what
I heve heard 3ritish viewsrs found quite shockling, a rebmedesst 27 his appearance
on NBC., If that 1s the ssme one I heard in “he office of a British aurrespondent.
in Washin %on, they should indeed heve b-en shockad, for 4t 1s entirely imnossible
that the witneas quoted saw e Jecrat Sorvice men atand up in the Fresident’s own
cer and brandish » submachine suh. There 1s, Tortunetely, en entirelv adequete

photosraphic record tn which you can rafaer,



But perbeps most of ell I am indebted to you for your cuotation of lirs,
“oplin, She comass through as 2 proper end loysl, £ dutifult and lovinZ§'1f9.
Che seid, "His vork in philesophy 13 diracted at uncoverin: influem es that
uave been overlonked,” I could certoin bmnefit from such an inquairyl

—_—

Perheps she wag intendin: to pus the "riting of har.husned in perspective,
i not his "philosophy", when she said "Hae has at?Gued 4 lot of murder crses om
is a ksen reader of detective novels.” I shell cartsialy be lookin: forwerd to
-the further benefit of this education =nd avoecation,

“ost of all, howsver, 1 waot acknowlodge wy gratitude for her reflaction of
his (‘gﬁ:ﬁ: conslst .ntly previouely unexpressed) gratitude for my own work:

"His luckiest breal mme g3 to get hold of the photostat coﬁy «f the
FBI szents' report." If Jou, slso, would consider this # atroke of rare fortuns,
I'11 ve delighted to send you = copy." He should not slone Wwmy hug himself in
ecefecy, There is enough to 20 around,

?ecﬂuse I have lesrned to ponder deeply the trenchent words 5f the “opkinsg,
gifted a3 they vre, I also augzrest that if lrs,. :opkin wag roferring to the
first “eport of the FII %o the Sommission, 2nd you'd liks to see what the
important perts look like, de my guest. Look st page 185 of HITHEY.SHe And 4f
you wen® %o mow what 1t ronlly mesns {(for 1+ pevesls no new ms dlcul kuowledge,
@ae my chopber, "The Doctors snd the sutopay™ will show you), read the preceeding
three psces, Like 11 the othors, the PopXins find it not at sll unusu:l that the
FEL sheould sct the joctrine -nd inform the vomrission fully without reference %o
elther the wound in the front of the Presidsnt's neck or the shot that missed, I
do not expect to shock you in saying I find in this other 8igniriéance,

*t is with genuine =nd h.artfolt slneerity and gratitude thet I thank you
for Yr, Feirley's brillisnt work =n3 axprass the hovs thut 1t will continue snd
thit you %11 fowor we with further such inlormetive sriicles. I em, indsad, in
you dsbt, L2 npt in th-t or othara,

Sincersly vours,

Hapold “aiaberg



