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Hyattstown, Md. 20734
July 7, 1966

Zditor, 'the ivening Standard
47 Shoe Lsne
London E.C. 4

Englend,
Dear Sir,
Lour June 29 Story on the Psndora's Box of the "arren Commisgsion is interesting

end no meen journslistic achlevemant, for you were asble %o do it without referance
to Pandoral As of the time of tha writing of your story, non- of the bocks mantioned
in 1% had yot resched its publication date. The one book that had been published, my

"HITEFASH: THE R-PORT O THZ: “ARREN REPIORT, the book that hed caused all the belated

Interest in this subject and the book that launched Inquest to the total surprise of

its unprepared sna unexpscting pubdishar, is the one you found it possible to avoid,

ihile dissvpéinting, this is not at o1l surprising, for you did not invent thet, elther
“onetheless, in s private Printing, VHITEVASH is doing surprisingly well, selling at

8 brisk pace, ond stiracting considerable internationsl press irterest, including |
both radio and te¥ayision. It is not only the first book on this subject, 1t is also,

8t least as of now, the only definitive one, and thorein lies its problem, Publishers,

it seens prefer milk}oaat to meat,

VHITEWASHE 1s restricted entirely to the offieial testimony and exhibits of the
Warren Comaission itself, and with thet slone destroys each of the Commnission's
ma Jor conslusions. <t shows, with documentetion, the avoidance, JE i,
misrepresentation, menufacture and even the total and irreplaceable destruction ofnthe
best evidence. It reproduces some of the most sensetional for the first time, such ss
the alterstion of the most besie photographic evidence (with the originsl md doctored
photographsof the shot President side by side), the certification of the chief autopsy
doctor that he actually burned (in the recreation room of his home - how ghoulish cm

you getl) the first draft of the President's autopsy, snd excerpts of the oldest
version showing the chenges wers substantive,; not editorial, mad



iy
includfmp his written acimowledgement thet the Dallas dootors, in fact, did note

thet the President wes also shot from the front!

Viould your readers like to se:z the originel FAI report in which, while setting the
Commission's direction for i1t and reporting as fully as he ®llegedly eould, the
director of the Federel Bumesu of investizetion accounted for &l 1 thres bullets
8llogedly fired st the President in total without acsoﬁnting for two of whieh he

knew: It 1s)i'or the first time, reproduced on psge 195 of ‘HITEWASH.

Your correspondent's faseimetlion with the "subtlety" of the "question of a conspiracy™
some time in the future = but on which Mr. Manchester has already resched his conelusic
"no evidence of o formal plot to kill ths President", i1s particularly interesting for
& number of ressons: it iz indubitatly wrong, from the Commission's owm evidence, and
it 1= just now errivec at Qiﬁ:er sugpending judgement on ths identity of the assassin
for 12 months he 1s now convinced that Lee Hervey Oswald did indeed shoot Tresident
Kennedy in Dallas"), smountins to but & subsidized bub'ressing of the offieisl

account, to be nceompenied with z dainty wrist-slap for thoss who fobricsted it,

lir, Manchester's is, indeed, a "monkish lsbor", as reflected in a compsrison between
your interview with him snd one recounted in the New York Times of lfay 9, 1965:"The
Yommission concentrated on identificetion of the assessin and the cuestion of conspir-
acy snd met its mandste superbly."” “het else did Mr., Menchester do in the yaar
between these remsrkably similer shtatements: In 1865 he also s=id, "A._ll\cmally, 0 swald

is a2 minor figure in the story,."

I submit, withm 2ll respect, that it is time for the end of the crsstion of herg%
end the searching for goats and time for a fulkl, public snd dispassionate eiring
of facts, This is what (HITEVASH seeks and sought, %o the degree posuible, to doe

It was completed in mid-Febriary 1965, first published several months thereafter, and

remadns today a work to which subsequent publication hes added nothing of substonce,



If not o monkish labor, 1% wos at lesst o great one, for 1% is supported by o third
of a million words of tyred notes slone, snd it is produced without subsidy of any
Innd, direet or indirect ( what nonsense it is to talk of lMenchester ns heving -otten
00 oney from the Xemnedys when hs has their sponsorship =nd had exclusve acress to
materel even todey denied othere ) st o cost that denies 1% the possibility of

financi\l profit, and by e man who has no ax to grind sove the steel of truth.

Should thedanchestor work sver aprear in snything like the form you dascribe, I
hoertily ®ndree your rrediction " <hat it will creato a gensstlion on publicstion”,
Mey I add 3150@ seandal o}i unimaginable magnitude: For the Kennedy family to
sponsor, 1o me¥¥e how innocontly, another effort a.‘b stuffing this awful dose down
the nov-rebelling Uroat, will be s terrible disgrace, to the memory of the lute
President, to the nognay honor, snd to themselves, especially the fommer attorney
general who, regsrdles: os hay bumsn ond understendsble the reesom wore that impelled

hin $o divoree aimsell fang 1%, wao nonetheless the chiof of the Yenartment of Justice

thot provided the uctual investication And made this monatrosity ossible.

Sincerely yours,

Harold “elsbers
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