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© Bear D, Latttaen,

Iouy groat ooup In getidng tr goo with «itiﬂwld 4videnvo of the Kennedy ascas:dnatd on

sgcurately. ono of the reasena fox taste in wdting ig becasse 1 am now writing on Juat
this evidanoe, I bope you will be gbilc to respond proaptly.

Firet of all, 1 sm fapeingted that & urologlat rathew than 2 ferengic pathologliet
was glveu such o clemm Booop in mocens whon the contraet, with wiish you za¥ ol be
familiay, wpeoifies pathologists, Cun this be atiriimbed to persvual fricadulilps? It
ean't be o priority in episoation, tor I 414 that Lhe-day- the transter was acnounced,
meexplmgﬁmfwymsﬂeeﬁon to be the Ciret, 10 not tung suly ome? I
taduk you can see an aided relavance in this question whan you understend that you
alone anomg those who ap:lisd have sgveed publicly with tha conclusiona of the Corudsaion,
st faalliar with your writing en the stngle-bullet thoozy, although 1% has been
acae {ime sinos I read it. Therefors, Iiret I adivess what I vecall of ‘our leat shght's -
Sppecranes on CHS-XV. PThere- you satd that tha veap, basdatal wiund wus Mghos, ivw oop.
you asoount for your nleetng 1t Mok r than both the Comdswdan ant it numerous modicel

witnosses, ull those used A8 phaervers, -&ad the Uark pamel, with whoes wark I presmome

Ionnﬂmfnmdapgﬂxtmw@mhdyforthismﬂt. I'dliketoimowm.
in what pictures or Ereys. I hawve ths ldentitfcations ftamized Wy the panal and will
be able to 1dentify frem this Lavonto: » 10 1o xy dupression that me track was over
Mytm«dwumcﬂw, mxmmmr;w mmmawm-
showing 1t, Noreover, mmmmmlwetfmummm.i’xww

~ undwwianding, with all tha medios) axpo:-ia‘uithcgt &3y wxtsplion having sworn that the

they sav exoscded vhat can be mcasuniod aa waslag froa Bullet 399 :
reference to thews Tragments, I am, maturally, wondering how you find thds suthsndicstes
thnﬁeprtmdhwmmaaytheaafra@mtgmfmﬁm bullet and no other,

Your references to the wriat vourd vere alight, but if you Plad any writing, may
X sugrest that you vonault the testizany of the Pallas doctors who sav und debrided 147
Wiless they have told you other than they swore to, it $a taudr $estinony that in the
wrint alone more fmtammtdthmmhmtnmﬁmgm%. You
referred to having interviewed theze dootors. I tihdnk all of u- wri%lng in this fleld
would welcome any new informstion from them,



You said 4t was 399, not any other bullet or fragment of bullet that ceused the
W&%vm%ﬁy'awummuummtm:mmmmg
Wﬁmﬁr&hﬂm&m&r,dlthemﬁd&mﬂemlmwmmu
udform in estedlisting t¥e 1 would thexrefore particularly
welcome proof of this. I also have SEREMEIRE T s dockors, not one of whom said this,
m.mmmy,.xmumum;m Wmstmthatotmﬂohmm

" talking, mmmhﬂichwuwmtmmm :

wmmm‘mtmdewubeuﬁbmtwthfmntwtiuamwk.
on CB3 and $0 Pred Graham, luad th these queatlonst how could you ddentify it as sn exit
woundt rather, say, then one of entrones after the trmoheostony, and on what ploture or
mmmmmiﬂlmamMenfthwmormfmtatmm.

.uthmmto.mw.mmm«mmwmzmmmmmw

7 Tou geem %o have done considorshle work with s, Dutiing tids ansther way, did you
© Bind anytiing to indloate that perheps s difrerent iind of wwo may have been used?

I promems that Af thexe is such svidesce, 1% wild be in the Jureyw. Which ramiods we,
mma&amuﬁmﬁm;hnmmmmmm%tmrwﬂnh
mtmuwxbeummmmzmmmmmmmmmm

O ey ﬂmu uaderstood 4t or Af thin wee $hw altuation, I wum be clear,

mmm.mm»ruﬁmmmmmmmmmimnaﬂa
back injurt sines 19 .Ium,mwmemm,mauﬁnwwmml heve
Mmm»rmm'mgmxﬁm#dtﬁummmfmmwm roreover, 1

- oan' ¥ ﬁunwmmammefmmmformmu.zmooncz.sim shat the

Wmsmd%mﬂnﬂmmmtmmmwmm, below i, tut not thet
this slso oould preciude falling overs I realipe this in conmistont with what you have
written eariier, thmemmmfmmm buk d&id you find any

Mn!msmmtmmﬁmmmmmtxlmmﬁnm.mwm‘

omt, parhaps, httwmmmmkrmxwwmﬁﬂug.

M%uhmqm%smwmmtmtmmwmmmualm"mmw
Seuptakuly any doubt eamplotely that Gawald plans "fhred all he snots that struck the
Pnsidsnt.“lmmatmm%tmmwmmmﬁmmtmuméwim
what. I can understand that gihar evidence ean lesd to tiis belief, but this 1= not how
you ars quoted, Rox is it the way 1 think you were on €BS last night, Hor, presunably,
ﬁmMmmmMﬁMﬁmﬁaeﬁ@u.ﬁymmmthbym
mm«xmeaueummmm?vmgmmmmmmmmt:m‘



eould have struck Co nally alone, ¥o you not realigse that this, in itsclf, is total
refutation of the Worrem Report? On this, you say you eould not pee how a buliet like this
799 could have been rocovered in such perfect condition. With wiat you have earlicy
written about your own extensive work with bullets frankly, this astounds me, If you
would 1ike to gee not one tut more, prleasc be my guest, One uas done for me by s rank
weateur, 1t in identiéa) amd. 4nd I have still another, found in Dealey Plagm. Further
on this, Grahau quotes you as aaying that only one whole bullet was recovered, Did you
net sec or mask to sec the second? Did you not kmow of 1t? Did you see the spectro-
grephic analywes of tho bullets and varfoua Tragaenta? If you asked, were you denied?
If you 344 not pee this, hovcanmmtemywemeofymmm;?ﬂnﬂﬂ
you 414 not ask to or 4id not know of 1%, does this not charastorize all of your effort?

Graham quotes you ae having seen a totel of 65 ploces of vartous film, Is tida
the accurate totel, of all or both kindd? Mis only refercnce is to color tranaparencies,
Did you sec auy coler printe?

ﬂrmqmtauyoummembo@mmmmionwermmyoftheﬂln?
Is this accurete? If so, what io your source. My infoxmation in to the sonirary, If yom
&re not prepared ic chillcnge or dlsprove my statemant, how does tals influonce what
you sadd, if 1% doea? Let me br frank snd %ell you that such statemonts mskc me doubt -

the extent of your scholarstdp snd rusearch, o I ssk the axtent to which you have
studied the published snd vapublished evideance, my point being that since you ware

m&ngmtyourhommﬁmnwpoﬁofthoﬁim explanation hud nothing to
do Wit your selecton, do you, in faot, qualify ss & geuulne expent, enpoctaliy whon
compared with othors,

-~ In a way this leads to your comment on the dreding &fd your simtement that it
makes it soam that the bullet was travelling aluost parullel with tho grousd, Cam i
mutmummmmﬁmnmtmcmamwmwwmm
pmmmfangm'ahsmmamm. Wt when the docline in the strect, which

: mmtohuwimm.maddaﬂ,lmtbﬁmmmweﬂwmﬂeuamt 17

mmquummmenm:mmmmmmemn
have beoit squatting in the oar, Mdidmdhd.mhthopomuntyﬂtrmt entranod?
Ign gald on CHS ihis morming that yew actpally gaw the track of a single bullot, msouething
no other expert has said and all ¢bo have bech directly quoted have denied, including
these who did the sutopsy. How have you eliminated the posaibility of, 88y, & bullet
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Fron what you say, you have to have sesn a ploture of Lhe anderior nsck wound. The
inveutory I have lists not ous. mdm?%uitmmpmmcearab&mceof"admmw
brulse® nmhasycu&nacﬂboontmwck?lfmudidnotmwahamtmu. head on, how
cen you Justify the quotes as a scientific obsarvation, the prusuwed purposs of your access?

e,

Your denial of any sdring from the froats proapie tho question, how did you establish
BO more than a single head wouni, as a natber oi scdence, based on Mhat you saw, as distingnished
3 from your weli-known opimion? Bspocdaliy with an explosion there? Aud is whai you saw of
Q the head wounds exaoctly as the Comrission seld, what the eutopsy says?



Grahaw says you ezamined the clothing. Does it shed any light on the othexr evidenge?
Does it dispube any of 1t? Is it in uristine condition? Is your scholarship such that you
feel you can have an opindon on these Giings? PAG you have any reasen to baliove it has
or san have any meaning other than attributed t0 it by the verious official reports?

Do you feel that penetration of 47 inches of pines, which I presume comes fToii your
personal work, ia a falr equivalent of the hlstory atiributed to J997 Are you aware that
when U835 duplicated thls history, and then eliminated anything to reploce the Yonmally
ridy they found no single tullet cupable of thal pemetratien?

mwm&wmmmmm'a»mmom,xmmm
aaything you saw aould in sny Way a&ddross Osuald s either an assesain or the only one? ‘
You are, of course, entitled to your opdnion, But what you have dons is go fartinu,Xixk to
#ve a pre~existing opinion. Npu bave novw said thet you have seca evidenoe proving this,
"I theyefore asik what this evidenge is aud bow it proves what you have sasid, on the bauis
of tais ovidence ocnly, not precoucepiion, the latter bedng your right; but notin’dw
prescat context without support in the ovidence you have been shown,

How did this evidenge permdt you to estzhlish that Bullet 399 had.. in fact,
boen in any humgn tlscne, the President's or tho governorts? 'fou gald this end at the
mﬁmteﬂayyousd.dmmmmdm&l’sadwm‘h. aualmsaidmhadtha .
poorfalkaattheAmldvanmnthingaba&mdferﬁhfbrm.m;wuaayingthntyon
are a) an expert end b) have not soen the Xaprider and other film until now? Hhat
elwe is there that they ocould run back and forih for you?

In asking for and getting sccems to this public information, sud some of it
is ofiiclal evidence, you have undertsken a conziderable obligation I hope you wili moet
squariey, “Ids doss not snd cannot legully become your exslusive property. You thereiore
have, as 1 ace 1%, tho obligatlon to mpke response to questions aske: of ygm adbout it _
and your commant on it. Othenvige, you are no botter than s propagandiste I do not think
you consider thiz of yoursslf snd I eertaibly do net want to. I will be writing of this
ard the very last thdng I would want 0 say iz that you were given this exalusive agnass
while lecking the yproper gwalifiontions, would not gay what you saw when asked, would

. not describe or list what you mew, would not face chalienge on your intermretations of

whal you sew or separate this froa your. premmﬁm.mxtbat there 1s any rensoashle
question about your jeing given excluzive acoses or what you sald there=fter. +n other
words, this ig not an unfriendly letter mnloesa you sbdicate the very considerable
ohligations you wdertaclk, wiless you ensver evasively or do not answer at sll. What you
hawe auid is ourvently getting swormous mttantion thrpughout the worid. I think it is,
thorefore, incumsbant upon you to nske imuediste respense, If wrliting presents a problem,
-ould you pleans use a tape rocorder? I wili then get the tepe trauncribed and [rovide
you with & copye ,

cerely,

Harold Yedaberg



