Herold veialerg
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July 27, 1986

iis Barbsre lipstein, co-Editor

The bew York RHeview of Bonks

250 W. 57th. 9t.,

Lew York, il."a

Desr 'iecs Hpstein,

of all the periodiesls in our ceuntry, I believe the Lew York Review hzs made
the mejor econtribution to » public siring of whet is involved in the dubious
inguest »ith which th: fepﬁ‘but thus fer pucces fal effnd wus msde to cone
sign President Yohn ¥, {enddy to history. It is & ontributisn themugnitude

of which I cernot exey-srute. In short, I thini you heve done = reslly important
thing for our country end our kind of society.

Y&t I must record, if only personslly to you, my opinion of the review itself,

if that is waat "rofessor Popkin's piece can be termed, 4nd of the ®rofessor,
this prectitionsr of selective skepticism. ot to do so is unfair to sll three
of us, 4nd in so doinz * muet tell you this letter is of necessity written bte fore
1 n.ve been -ble to complete =ven = hesty resding of nisxwriting., In more then a
week of intermittedfund h sty resding L hive been ¢ble to get to only the first
bresk on puge 15. Hegerdless of what follows, i believe I cen honestly mcke
certein obse vations.

S0 you ney underctrnd, L hope you will belisve, + have no feelings of herolsm,
nor dn 1 feel the itching of an emergent helo. 1 do but what iy own o nce ts

of my own responsibilities resuire of me. No more, This I try snd do, = 1l nave
tricd ond =8 1 shall try. It give me no speciel rights or cisims. It glves me,
however, steain problems with hich * wmust 1ive, snd I find @ short nigat does
not grent s long enough day end thet seven sre too few days for the wesk. = hewe
not been sble tc resd s peper for weeks, Hod kr. +<opkin's review 1n any way so0
indicated (se VVITEVASH does) thet 1z have 811 the functirms of e publisher snd
distributor snd -ublic reletions sgeney to pe'form in adlition to thet of en
active writer, you might understand the requirements on my time. Two of the ceces=
ions on whieh 1 heve nibhled swey et your issue 45 e while swaeiting TV oppesr-
snces, in studios, when my thouzhis might bettd? besn elsewhere, 1 zm writin:
this sbout deylight, pricr to & long trip Tor & iour-hour redio broadeset rnd
following my return, shortly before midnight, from & tuping sessiog 1in ~ashington
lest nicht. My sork dey begun 5 u,m, yesterday, cnd this 1= o typiecsl dey.

I hars elicit not your sympethy but your understsnding of why I write you about

8 piece I W ven't been bls to resd. Ite &p.esrance colneides with the sd’ition
to my normal activitiesdg the reprinting of WHITEV..ZH, whose first §,000 coples
ere gone snd whose next 5,000 ere due this couing Tussdey.

The profes:or h & not done his homewerk sund he hes used - pony. Thot Yony 1s
VHITEWASH, A quite eredible churge- of plegierism, extending even to the title

( % tuin copy of my msjor cho pter, The Feolse Usweld, whose existence in the
grest length of his plece he uever acknowledges) can be m:de ognlnst bim, ed
with the -lishtest enco repement from you L will undert. ke to find the time to
do s0. There is no mejor fsct im his entire opus to the point * h ve resched
thet does aot coe from my bosk, end this is true of whet he with such unbound
enthusiesm sttributes to INQUEST. lids pr-judice wni blus ure bletent. I cennot
understend hie begis, unle:- he is envious that -o long 2o I conpleted whet he
now would like to be his own.

As ypu knew from my letter of "une 9 to you end from my phone call of perhsps



six months ago, -HFFSwaelf, 1t 1s sn unrelieved lie to ssy ra Mr. Popkin does
thet 'HITEUASH wesh "Just published”. ini he kmew it, if he reslly reed hhe
bock, from the Copyright dete. VHITEVASH wes completed befor» the sppesarsnce

of sny of the mugszine pieces referred to, before the Tox boolk, end 1t so ststes,.
4t Wes done in mid-Februery 196D, and I find no csuse for sheme st my work when
the lesrned professor and those for whom he hes such ebvious sffection h:ve in
81l the ensuing time been sble to odd not s thing of importance to i%t, unless
they lose theuselves in their own/ mnjectures (spesking for myself nlone, I

find the wssessination of #n .mericsn Prekbdent - znd especielly this one =

not & fit subject for conjectures, not somethbing for which privete J-imes BEondary
is appropriste, and this in my belief extends to 1t ofricisl investigsation)

end fuult thdse who will not. The self-impozed restriction of HITLY 51 are
elesrly st:=ted in the introduction: the Commission's official record, In 1964
more than todsy I belicve this restriction de valid, . Z8e sti1l todsy) .nd
that 1t tends to esstablish eredibility and cen lsad to sn eccentence of fact
thet might net otherwise be crodited,

If I meke exsggersted cluim, thén I chellenge the professor or enyone else to
show ms whet he hes in his piece that I did not heve in "HITEWACH more thsn a
year snd ® hulf esrlier. *his extends to Lpstein's book, ton., For the most pert
1% 1s but wn extsnsion of my introduction, an smplificstion of it. Of even the
¥BI Keports is this true. Thera sre s dozen refersences inm "HITIUASH +to it. These
reports were, in fect, not "discoveries™ snd Loste in & rformed no service et
all with them. T e reports were ezsiduously leuked by the govermment, “elondria
is the first, to the best of my knowledge, to quote directly from them. I em the
first $o reproduce them, UEEser=We- peefesEapaor fn¢ other writers, in my
opini :use them properly, but 4n sny event, the professors lack of fidelity
to fact ’15 #s pxxr srparent here as in so meny cther pleces in his writing.

.This is in the seme ¢ ntext clesr in his parsgrpzh on pige 12 beginning 1n the
middle under the cut with, "Even before publicetion of Epstein's book ik had
the efiect of bringing & lot of informetion to light" snd going into the news
éccounts ol the P8I explenetions. The fect 1s thet it wes VHITEVASH eml my
personal enceavor that ceused this, specificelly inktuding the premsture Ixmrk
leuncking of INQUEST, 32 deys prior to scheduled publication, mach to the pur-
prise or its publishers. If you have sny doubts, I em prepered to prove this.

Criticism in whstever guise serves sn es entiel function in & democretic soclety.
Thie 4 genuinely believe rni I submit the record shows it, for + have been mute
these mony months while what 1 h-ve doneesnd 1 make no efiort to hide e mounting
pride in this rs other fsil to edd to 1t= hes been publécly ettributed to others,
Bpt the {okpin piece goes so for beyond the 1liberties thet must be those of sn
honest reviewer I simply must protest, in your interest ss well =s my own, for
you mre his vehicle @8 I om his vietim, It hss twice put me in & position thet
I have twice been able to evert, where I might h.ve 7o eriticize you to defend
myself, There wre too few of us seeking to right this horrible wrong Tor us to
efford the luxury of fratricide. Yet 1 must defend myself end my work, which is
my integrity, snd I shell in public vhen there is no honorsble alternctive. "hile
I hopa the neces ity never arrisesy I went you to understsnd thexposition in
which sry LYopkin hss put me. iiore thsnm iy integrity is st stake. .e hrve been
without income for two end & holf yesr while woking on this subject znd are deep
in debt. 4+ published ‘HITW:AGH on credit, which only my reputetion estsblished,
“r. lopkin's personel indulgances st my expense are slso at the expense of gy
ebllity to meot these comaltments, Lespite him, 1 think "HITE ASH will do it for
mey, but he doee demsge., Enouzh cosh has come in to meke s substentisl payment to
the printer londey, #nd enough copies h' ve been sold +o pay :11 the printing,
promotion snd distribution expenses, if no returmn on the grest investment, Really
whet he jeop:@dizes it my ebility to poy for the reprinting nl get some of my
other costs backsseslthough 1n h=ste, I believe I owe you this lettor.

Sincerzly,

Herold veinberg




