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Your major utteniion to the 'HITEL/SH of the asgiaginetion of President Kenm dy
ir sobart J. Nonoverts Lanwrassive sna Importent trectrnent of Taverd J, Lustaints
signiticant contributien, IRCULED, lecve mo less hopry thyn 1 could be becsuse of
cortuin dnscourveios thet I haveby esll %o your otrentien ir the heps you will
infom your reedsig.

Nipeteen menukddid net olense ol owing the Seport of the Yarren Cem~issisn before
"the rueassion of whbdher o FeCornl sgarasin mr¥ hete haszn dnvslyad ia agoln baing
esked,” Thore wve beon & mumbor o erticles in verinsue of the smoller mugncines

end there is my book, WIITRVATH: 1HL JUPOVT ON Thi UARLGN HUMET, 4nis bonk wes
caipileted in midePeirunry 1065, Yat Mwe monthn =ffer the Regortynnd s 1indted
eultion was putlichaed almoet 2 year ege. With slight ediitions, it wss reissuwd

8 month ngo sl attrpeted mojor ottention, the ntrension 3hot led to the distribution
of INTURT a month shead of zchedule, 'ir. Dodovan TRy not heva gotcen = anpy of
THITANASH beeause same o tho coples loft cutaide offlces disupmeored or L may have
ovarlooked him. It3 firat presa noticaes begen to sppeer Asy 11,

It is not true that "lio new evidence has come ta light*, VIOATEVAL M consists
largely of nev eviienca 1gnored, flsrearssented in or igoored by the Renort.
I$ is beged entizely upou the Cormisesion's testinoay 2nd oxiziblids, to whieh 44
is cxtvensively referenced, and this evidence ig new becsusc 1t is bot in the
Rawort,

lre Jonoven is net zlone in queting an FRI spokesnsa to the ePlect thot vhe SBi's
ra-orts o the Coumlssdon sre in ercor. It 23 »mnsnloucus thet J. Fdgar linover has
not ssid so. Untll he seys thet she ¥3I doea mnt mow 145 hu slnesg, wtil be gays
thot he, in reporting to the Commission on =0 serious 'n event s the aasassinstion
of en american Freslident, he reioiled nmere rmor, I do not belicve 1% end 1 believe
it 13 unwerthy of serinua eonsiderntion. Tex 1s 1+ ewen aredible th=% kil s exporienced
agents geve him only suuttlebut sbout the President's wounds, especieclly when they, .
despite other published Teports, remoipsd wilh the President's bedy throughout the
outopay, examining the Xreys wiith the rathologiste, saw fthe pothelogiats unabls to
prove the President's non-tatsl wound, snd didn't lesve the hospitel until ofter
the :resident's Lody left with ths undertsker,

The ruestion of whethor Oswald had en eccomplice 1s not raised “at this late datev,
WHITEWASH earlier reised 1%, st the same time reieing the guestdon thet U ewald may

not hava besn one of She a8tosing, foar this §v the hurlen of the "ormiisalents bast
evidence, thot 1s quotedy sad—+ret {He Comnizsion's best evidence is thet he could /130
not havé’ k¥illed the policemen. It really has ne evidence that he did. {
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Again, in this con-ectlong =: LOAT goes much lurthore. Ia tus second of lis three

pirts, dealing with Oswald in %he hands of the public rutliority thet mode hls

murder possible, it sbows fram the evidence that he probebly could not hove been bind ]

brousnt Lo trial b thot hod he becn, Shere wau rtaliy nothing thet coula navs baen

ussd ageinst him from elther his leag®hy intorrogstions, the 1lleuznl nsture of

shieh the current Supreme Ycurt decislons underline { and which HITE™A:H forecsst)
. or tha sesrches and seilzurec of his property, which wers x ge.ndaelous that szom: W
s /-wvra‘ g01ld for prefit =nd never osroduced by the pelica,

50, olthough it is guite true that “ha possibiiisy of an «o omplice ta v ailigently
put forth"™s by INOUZST, THMITE ;6H did 1t esrlier ond more thoroughly,. Here I should
like to refer you especlally to the cheptars "The lumber of Shota” and "The Dictiors
and the Aukecypsy” end the spprepricte purts of the wprendin, ahich wwnglstc sf
phetographic reproductlons of tle svitence pof used in the Raperte Yeu will find

& photocopy of the cortification of tha chief cutcpsy doctor tha* ha buraned somo of
the cutopsy paparsg in the recrestiun suem ol ¥is kis home, according to his teatlmonye.
Ho told the Commission wh:t he burned was tho Mrot ¢ aft of the rutopsy. After
resding JHITEWASH, whiek I sent him, he may have coneluded he dldn't burn enough,

for on page 198 VHIT®IACH reproduces axcerpbs from what he described o= hi:= ssccond
draft, Ln his own hondwriting, Doctor Humes, tris chiafl aubtovsy docleor, vecorded

that Doctor Perry, In Dasllzs, "notedyx (a) puncture wound of the low antorior e clees"
or thet Lhe “reaizcat wae shot Lfrom the frout, shich nelther Oswald nor amyecne nlse
behind him could have coused, Other axcorpts from thie nendvritsen draft cf tha
autopsy reveal the word "puncture”, nesning entrsace, Wos stricken through, but

thet voedtor ~umes used this wrd Lis bayond doubt, Tor it is 2lsarly leglble, aoven
whi-re he erossed it out. To the best af my Imonledne, &vea teday thls ovidence 1s

in THITE 4SH nlone, end 1% ia fur froun the only such exelnsive smisab of tas hoake

iy, Donoven's ovinlor 1s one with which 1 ontiraly sgres vhen hs soya of Inomzst
thetimconteins some ol the most pointed eritleims and gurorising rovelations
about the intorpsl controversics in tha aresa Soum ssion yol to sypesr,” Thia is
the contribution of TIQUEST, and it is 2 genuinely sigmificoat ond. Sut fn doiag
this 1t verifies with the words of the Comuission's members snd stafl what NHITEMATH
seid in its ﬁtrcduchiun e yesr sad & Dall earlisar,

In reporiing the disagreement within tie Comrission about the langnage to ba naed

in the Ropcrt on thot wgleel rullet = lleged ©o 29ve gousad all ssvan aon—-2o kol
{njuriec on both the Preslient .nd the Sovernor, Mre Doncvsn refers to 2 Jashinzion
Post story that reilerred to and centeined & photogrsph of THITEVASH. This bullet and
ite theorized bislory olu cxhatsbivoly trested in ny chupber Fho Geabe s oL Shotle

From the quote’ testimony of the doctors, thls »rcves thet th= Rapaet @disrenresanted
thair testimory in order to resch the conclusinn thet soe tullet did inflict ALl |
these injurlecs, smoshing ne ono reslly Ko s wow muny bonzs Whilo memaining wanutilated
and vittuclly irtscte In this chopter TEITEYAST =lsa ouctes the information J. Edgar
Hoover gave the Comission sbout the "missed " bullet, tha ons that hit the opnosite
curbztone cn the next strest. !'r. Heover eaid it cculd not ke soscelted with a2ny
bullet or frsgment of bullst that was seaocinted with the Presidantlsl car or my of
its occupsnts. Strangely ancugh, while the Commisaion said this was a separate, the /yfw‘(
third of ths three bullots, Tho FBI repcri, reproduced in fucsimile on p3g9 125 of
"HITETASH, makes mo refercuce to this bullet while still sccounting for £1]l three
without i, To the best of my ‘mowledge, no other book oend no BEMKE news story

on the ovonks refsrz to this. I3 it not @ (uesticn for thne FRI t¢ ensver:

Up, Denoven's langusge thet "The question of whel happened to the vullets fired -J"c
the “residentiel limousines.. is unbellevably complex” iz more then 3“5"11’1“% by the
langusge of the Reporte It is not from the evidenca not used in the Report. lere



i3 one of the cases .here tne Comuission membars wers impesed upon. They wares told
the so-called "found" bullet, the one with the mogical nroperty of not being mo rked
by the bones it smashed wihen the FBI said even c@aa cloth or lesther would have

maried it, was traced to Uovernor Connslly's strétcher. The ouly evidence is from
Dariell C, Tomlinson, Parklund Hosnital engéneer, who picked the bullet up when 1t
was jarred from underneath the muttrass of an unidentified stretcner. “hen pressurd
in =sn entimlib/unsuc.:essml affort to ge!t him to say he got this bullet from Goves
nor Conally's stretcher, whet Tomlinson actuslly said (VHITEWASH, pags 162) is:

"I um going to tell you 211 1 caen, and I am not going %o tell you something I

e¢snnot losy down 2nd sleep st nicht with either”, Is thore anything that cnnnot be
"uroved" by such hendling of testimeny?

ind 1t 18 alear that unless the Comisseion could prove - which it d14 net - thag
both tne President snd the Governmor were wounded by this bullet, there hed to be

et least two assassins, for there was st lesst a fourth bullet firede not thet the
Commiesion ever proved thet Oswsld or any other one men could heve fired these three.
1ts evidence is to the contrary., The best shot:= it could zet, firing at 2 still target,
couldn't do as well =ns it alleged Osweld did; again not the rapresentsticn of the
Report, olthoust it isg the avidencef HITIWASH, page Zd)e 1t is also clesr thst

the Commission's own me.ical witneszes swore that this bullet, Exhibit 399, could not

have done whit the Comnisszion esttrivutsd to 1t snd upon hich its entire cnse hengs,.

So you cen asea for yoursslf and compsre SHITEWASH with the testimony and exhibits
upon which slons it is besed, 1 am ssnding you & copy under spearata cover. 1% is,
howaver, avallabls nationolly, and io stocked by & msjor weete-cosst diztributer
(Reymsr 1551 South Primrose Ave,., Monrovis, Celif,; phone 358-1801). In thils
gon-ection I ahould like %o report the unusuel recepiion WITEWASH has received
83 a privete edition, reproduced by oflset, Five ma jor distributors are hondling
it. There are 2751 copies in normel cowrnereisl chemmels or sold, besldes the
number we mail out deily in response vo unsolicited recuest from all over the
countryy Themee2e o lorge proporiion wr—ihis—ere=es Tron (sliforniz, Ln all, in
a month, three thousand copies are out, a not unimpressive parformance for a bosk
by a kuown publisher. It is slso stiracting considcrable attention sbread, with
expressionsof inserest from {ive sountiries whare publication is under consideratsion.
I understend some of the mej or reprint yublisbers in the United Ltntes are #lso
interested in it.

INGUEST apnd WHITEWAS are not competitors, even though they do not entirely sgree

in their mnelusions. INGUBSY rests on whet members of the Comidassion amnd its

stall told Mr. Zpstein. YHITEY4SH rests entirely upon the Comission's cvn evidence,
with which it disproves 81l the me jor conclusions of +hs Report. It aleo decmments
the destruction snd alteretion of evidence by reproducing the pronf.

You sre to be congretulated for your rendiness to seriously ewrroach *hie meior
event in our history, en event that so meny publishers heve shwrmed, ey + haone
that you w#ill add to your coversge this informetion sbvout THLTEWASH which, I regret,
was not in your originsl story? Thenk yon very much,

Yinceroly yours,

Harold Veisberg



WARREN REPORT CHALLENGED

YO AR

Questlon of Second Kennedy
Assassin Again Being Asked

BY ROBERT J. DONOVAN

A

WASHINGTON — Nearly 19
months after publication of the War-
ren Commission Report, the ques-
tion of whether a second ‘assassin
may have been involved i in the mur-
der of President John F. Kennedy is
again being asked. ‘

No new evidence has' come to
light. Rather the issue is being resur-
rected in new challenges to the find-

ings;of the Warren Commission and

in new interpretations bemg pIaced
on the evidence,
These challenges are abetted by

what appear to be errors in the early
Federal Bureau of Investigation re-
port on the President's wound. If the
FBI statements are not errors, they
could unhinge the central conclusion
of the commission report: that Lee
Harvey Oswald was probably -the
sole assassin. i..Au FBI. spokesman

.

Times Washington Iumu Chiaf st 2
.Sunday said,, however that the

statements are in error. ; . -
The possibility Oswald had an ac-
complice staggers the imagination at

this late date. Who.could such a per-

son ‘be? If he exists, where is he?
What is he doing? Is he still a poteri-
tial menace? Such a question has a

-fantastic ring to it. Yet it is diligently

put forth in a new hook'to be pub-
lished thig week by Viking Press—a

-book that is but the first of many

" Please Turn tn Page ..5 Col 1i
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+ that will challenge the
Warren Commission find-
Ings.

The Viking book is
called "Inquest: The War-
ren Commission and the,
Establishment. of Truth."
1€ was. written, eriginally
as a thesis for a master's
degree at Cornell Univer-
sity by Edward Jay Ep-
stein, who is now working
for a Ph.D. degree at Har-
vard, - \‘L

It carried a highly laud-
atory foreword by Richard
H.  Rovere, Washington
correspondent for the New
Yorker magazine, who
writeg that Epstein's case
"is as impressive ag it is
disturbing." g

Contains Criticism

"'The book contains some
of the most pointed eriti-
cism and surprising reve-
Jations about the internal
controversies in the War-
reni Commission yet to ap-
pear.

It reports, for example,
that | Chief Justice ' Earl
Warren, the chairman,
lost his temper over delays
in getting out the report. It
says staff lawyers called
the commission's hearings
a "joke" and it charges

that much of the investiga-

tion was "superficial” and
overly hasty.

According to Epstein,
the White House through
McGeorge Bundy, former
special assistant to the
President, exerted pres-
sure to get the report out
before the 1964 Presiden-
tial election to prevent the
assassination from becom-
ing a campaign issue.

The book also indicates
a serfous division within

+ unavailable for comment
' Sunday. The Washington.
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the commission on whe-
ther the President and
Texas Gov. John B, Con-
nally were struck by the
same bullet — a crucially
important point in esta-
blishing whether Oswald
was alone,

According to Epstein,
Sen. Richard B. Russell
(D-Ga) a commission
member, "reportedly said
he would not sign a report
which concluded both men

were hit by the same bul- |

et Y, i 434
Agree With Russell ,
Two other members,
Sen. John Sherman Coo-
per (R-Ky.)' and' Rep.
Hale Boggs (D-La.) "tend-
ed to agree with Russell's
position," Epstein says.
“# Yet the report appeared
a unanimous one and the
conclusion was that the
same bullet had strueck Mr.
Klennedy- and Connally—
the bullet, that is, that
wounded the two men.
Another bullet, the fatal
one, hit Mr. Kennedy ‘only.
It struck his head. The
commission concluded
that three bullets were
fired, one of which went
astray. ‘

‘The two senators were

Post, however, quoted
Boggs as having said that
an implication the commis-
sion was divided in its con-
clusions is wrong. There
were, he said, many dis-

di 17,

cussions involving: many |
Ppoints of evidence. But the
findings were unanimous.

‘No Proof
‘While the Epstein book
challenges the  commis-
sion's' methods and its
findings, it does not prove |

+ the case of a second assas-

L

100 PAGES i

sin any more 'than the
Warren Commission
proved beyond ‘all ‘doubt
that Oswald was the sole
assassin. The commission
concluded simply that
"Lee Harvey Oswald was
the assassin of President’
Kennedy." But it said:
‘t.y-"%ecause of the difficul-
ty of proving a negative to
a certainty, the possibility
of others being  involved
with either Oswald or Ru-
by cannot be rejected cate-
gorically. But if there is-
any such evidence, it has
been beyond the reach of
all the investigative agen-.
ties and resources of the
Unlited States and has not
come to the attention of
this commission."
~.In. other words, while
riot excluding the possibili-
‘ty of an accomplice, the
commission leanied heavily
toward the belief Oswald
was alone., : d
Complex Question
- The question of what"
happened to the bullets
fired at the Presidential li-
mousine in Dallas Nov, 22,
1963, is unbelievably com-
plex. Yét on its resolution
depends the answer to
Please Turn to Pg. 26, Col.1




Continued from 25th Page
whether one or two gun-
men were involved. -

Motion pictures taken
by a bystander show clear-
ly the' reactions of Mr.
Kennedy -and ' Connally
when #they were first
struck. Mr. Kennedy
clutched his throat; Con-
nally slumped forward.
These reactions occurred
less than two seconds
apart.

It was, however, demon-
strably impossible for Os-
wald's boltzaction rifle. to.
have been fired twice in
that brief interval. There;}_
fore, one of two things
must have happened:
either Mr. '‘Kennedy and
Connally were shot'almost .
simultaneously by two dlf{(
ferent gunmen, or, as the
commission concluded, the
bullet that st:_.r'tl:ckkllnr. Ken;
nedy in the shoulder must
-ha\% passed through ‘his

“body first and then
through the chest of Con: :
‘nally, who ‘was seated in
front of him. ;¢ 1«0

Epstein attacks this con- |
clusion forcefully,! begin- /|
ning with citations from
FBI reports; .which had
not been made public at
the time the commission -
submitted its finding, ;- .

#In its first assassination
:gﬁbrt' dated Dec. 9, 1963,

he FBI said: @' -

'Medical examination of .

e/ Pregident's body “re-
viedled that one of the bul-.

ets had entered jusf below |
s shoulder to the right of
the spinal column at an an-
slg of 45 to 60 degrees

ywnward, that there was
~ 10, point of exit and that
e bullet was not'in. the
(PR P
Qilﬁirsxr a supplementary re-
it dated Jan. 13, __1964,5
fhie FBI said: "t-_ i ;
'‘Medical examination of
MPrésident‘s, bady: had
#évealed that the bullet
which entered his back
had penetrated to a dis-
rice of less than a finger.
§._ Notes Small Sli¢ -
¥ "There is a slit approxi- ;
mately one-half Inch long
about one inch below .the
collar button in the over-

lap of the shirt the Pres- |
ident was wearing.” The’
slit has a chﬂ-ra_cteristiq of .

an exit hole of 'a projec-
tile." Ca s A = WO
"The FBI report™ Ep--
stein writes, "precluded
the possibility that both
men were hit by, the same
bullet. There was thus a
prima facie case of two as-
sassins. The fact that Os-
wald was able' to escape
from the rmurder scene
suggested A second assas-
sin could also have escaped
undetected." oy
Epstein's case .is chal-
lenged ' by the statement
Sunday by the FBI spokes-.
man that the 'FBI report

. was wrong when it said

;there was no point of ex-
. y Pl .' i |
Quoting Doctors o |
.The FBI agents were |
t doctors but were mere-"
g ‘quoting doctors,  the
Bl spokesman said,
Svhich of course does mnot
ispose of the .question
whether the doctors were
right or ‘wrong. The FBI
spokesman said the ulti-
mate truth about the
wound is in the autopsy

report, which reads: -

"The missile - contused
the strap muscle of the
right side of the neck; da-
maged the trachea (wind-
pipe) and made its exit
through the anterior sur-
face'of the neck,"
' It was on this statement
{that the!Warren Commis-
sion relied in concluding |
‘that there was "very per-
:suasive eyvidence!" that the
:same bullet that "made its
exit through the anterior
‘surface of the neck" went
on to pierce Connally's
{chest and wound his wrist.

1 i Disagrees . .
¢ Epstein disagrees with
:the commission, saying:
i "Either both men were.
:hit by the same bullet or
:there had to be two assas-
‘sins, Norman Redlich, Ar-
len Specter and other
imembers of the staff took
the position the report had:
to conclude that both men
‘were hit by the same bul-
let. There was, however, |

no substantial evidence
which supported this con-
tention. And there is
evidence that all but pre-
cluded the ‘possibility that-

both/men had-been hit by
the same bullet." * . 1"
Epstein also argues,

__l_’le"m'@

o Pg.27,Col.1




Continued ﬂom 26th Page

there is a question whe-

ther the autopsy report

published by the commis-
sion was the original au-
- topsy report. Before any

official word had been re-

leased about the autopsy,

he notes, certain newspa-

pers carried stories saying

the autopsy showed the
. first bullet had penetrated

. the, President's back by |

only a couple of inches,

T);m wound in the front
of the throat, according to
these newspaper accounts
of the autopsy, was caused
by a metal fragment from
the subsequent fatal shot
in the head.

Notes Testimony

Epstein notes for ex-
ample that Connally testi- |
fied it was "inconceivable" |
that he was hit by the |
same bullet that also hit |
Mr. ' Kennedy, although
Connally's own surgeon

believes the governor |

could have been mistakez_l. |

Epstein argues that, if
the bullet that hit Connal-
ly had also damaged Mr.
Kennedy's windpipe, the
President would not have
been able to exclaim: "My
God, I am hit." Secret Ser-
vice agent Roy Kellerman
testified he heard Kenne-
dy say that after the first

. shot.

Epstein's thesis iz that
the Warren Commission
did not want to rock the |
hoat by delving into trou-

“blesome matters that
might have suggested the
facts about the assassina-
tion were other than what
they appeared to be.

Thus, he says, the com-
mission did not make a
sufficiently exhaustive in-

- quiry into the rumor that
Oswald was a paid FBI in-
former, even though there
were some Vvery curious
circumstances.

Instead, Epstein says,
the commission simply
took the word of J. Edgar
Hoover and the FBI that
Oswald was not an infor-
mer.

Quotes Lawyer

Hpstein quotes Joseph
A. Ball, a Long Beach, (Ca-

lif) lawyer, who was an |

important member of the
commission staff, as com-
11|)1.'=1ining' that 1t.hen F;)BI was

exaspera y ureaus-
cratic" in ?tggd‘eaﬂngs with
the commission and that
FBI agents collaborated
only on "express orders"
from Hoover, Epstein also
says, however, that "the
staff had virtually all its
questions answered by the
FBL*

On the other hand, he
quotes another staff mem-

ber, Wesley J, Liebeler,
that "the most disquieting
thing about the FBI inves.
tigation was that it was
less thorough than it ap-
Peared to be. Lieheler al-
80 is quoted that "the CIA

“was so secretive it wag vir-
tually useless to the com--

mission."

"Opinions differ as to
what the commission ac-
tually did," Epstein writes
after interviewing many
of those connected with it.
Ball said the commission
and no idea of what was

appening; we (the staff)
did all the investigating,
lined up the witnesses,
solved the problems and
wrote the report.”
'Nothing'

Liebeler, when asked
what the commission did,
replied: "In one word,
nothing."

These judgments are
not compatible with the
views of some indepen-
dent observers here who
thought at the time that
members of the commis-
sion made a substantial
contribution to the final re-
port, even though the re-
port may not have broken
new ground.

Epstein concludes his
book with these words:

"Unless the basic facts

~and assumption esta.

blished by the commission
are incorrect, there is a
strong case that Oswald
could not have acted

‘alone. Why did the com-

mission fail to take cogni-
zance in its conclusion of

- this evidence of a second

assassin?

"Quite clearly, a serious
discussion of this problem
within itself has under-
mined the dominant pur-
pose of the commission,
namely, the settling of
doubts and suspicion. In-
deed if the commission
had made it clear that ve-
Ty substantial evidence in-
dicated the presence of a
second assassin, it would
have opened a Pandora's
box of doubts and suspi-
cion, In establishing its
version of the truth, the
Warren Commission acted
to reassure the nation and

‘to protect the national in-

terest."




