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§ear Jr, Salisbury,

The Xeroxed editinn of "HITEVASHI II I hed expecte: %o deliver to you yesterdsy
when I wes in lew York was not csvsilsble. AS 20on as I pet it you shall,.

APt r long silence * believe the time has now come for e to nrotsst the
hurtful snd diectiminetory treatment * have becn geiing from the Tymes. "hether
or not 1% 1z the int:nt of the book department, th2 affect ip_a conbinetion o{boycntt
and insult that redounds to the benefit of those who place mdvertising. + belleve what
has happened is both dishonest eml intentional end I think I can prove it,

As you may terheps raeeall, I sought advice, including froa responsibls Timea
staffers, becsusew of the nsture of the subject. I slso declined comnarcial g onsor-
ship because 1t renuired I convert my work into & charge of conspirscy ( that publisher
has now scheduled a book by a right-wing former assi: tent counzel). is my reward for
seckinz to bte as responsible =s poasible, 1 found in the Tdwmes thet it i1s & fault to
be poinstolking snd overwhelming end that my book, in a pretended lengthy review of 1t,
was worth but an unkind end I believe uajustified paregrophe

Ther-after, however, sll the competitive books which f-llowed were given greet
spece, verlous essofted favoreble comisnts, snd hsd bestowed uphn them what + beliwwe
my book nnd I did. There is 1little if suythlnc in these books not in mine end much in
mine not in 31l the others together. /hat there is luekiag in mine is sn as:-»ult on
the integrity of the members of the Commission. Those th+t rretend otherwise but
explicitly do this sro louded. :

Through much of this I romnined silent. But when Fremont-Smith extolled the
virtues »f Inquest, vhich is but en expension ol pusrt of intmoduction, s wrnmg
us= of the FBI report it wes not the first to use, s veh&a for the self-justificathon
of the right-wing foction of the staff snd s ramarkable mnaturity on the mrt of the
so~called student snd his mentor, neither of whom stopped to ssk'"why", with ite
perticular focus on Farl Yerren, end wees credited with bsing first when 1t was not
even second of the books, I wrote your book deportment afier flrst upeaking to lire
Elef=nte.

The revly, from Fremon-Smith, was gratuitous insult snd either conspicuous ium
insccursey or en indictment of his fellew stafl members, I hed 2lso inguired why, with
the Times having gotten a dozen coples of bhe book from me, some by requestmy he hed
falled even to note it in books received, Cf the latter he seid 1+ iz "mostly beceuse
we are limited in space we do not list privotely printed books", lNeed I eomment on
the kind of writing for which he Joes find space: Of the Termer, my request that at
least in the -aper of record I not be denied what I hsd done, for he hed credlted
Epetein with being first, he quoted himself, saying,” It 1s probebly fair to say that
Inquest is the first beok to throw open to serious question,in :he minds of th inking
poeple, the findings of the srren Commission'., This is not correct as fact, not
reagonable ss informef opinion, and he was to repest it. The truth is that, without
so 1ntonding, I launched Inquest 32 days ohead of schedule and thet even people at
Viking ot that time told me 2nd others that it depended upon my work for 1ts visbility.
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The further truth 1s thet this is @ romsrkably inaccurste snd shellow
bo~k reflecting only the slighest kmowledge and understsnding of the Commis=ion's
evidence. The truth is further that I was kx3xm nsked for h=lp by Viking snd provided
it, help that wes not forthcoming frort the suthor who -lows so in Fremont-Smith's
aye. + have snd I shell naks noluse of this, but some of my matorisl thet I provided
for the defense of the book now epresrs in theappendix of the Bantsm sdition, After
shockingly evesive letters I have now been told thet this dets did not come from me,
ecause of the subject metter 1 intend to drop 1t. However, vour own ataf? knows this
material s mine end has resi i1t. This hap-ened hafore publicntion dnte of Inquest.
Ir M remont-“mith had the knowledge of the subject mettar thet he preotends with his
godly awords “nd decisions, he'd recogmize my work in other beoks, too,

Meanwhile, Inquest wes n>t able to stend the competition of my bock, with 1ts
limited snd improvised eireculstion sni what smounts to boycotts by the imporient
reviewers and what 1 believe it i1s no exsgreretion to say sre slanders. It went
into paporback withing three monthe of publicetion rersusnt tomerrangemsnts m de much
earlier. In every case I can check, snd this includes the magor wholesslers, wherever
the two books wers sold side by side, despite the handlcaps of HITEVASI, 1t outsold
Inguest heavily, '= have sctuslly sold more thsn 13,000 coples.

On the busis of this history, Fremont-Smith now uses his influence to tell the
world thet this bonk that in effect Pfailed, 1s "a soberly reasoned study that may
now be ealled the watershed book of snti-Commission e~itieism." This book, with xix¥
virtuelly no reflection of the Commission's evidence and ineecurste interpretetion of
what 1ittls 1t drew uppn, is agsin "the first fully "respectoble! eritique of the
Commission's work," Of the worlk 1% ssys slmost nothing. Of the men-er of operation
1% docunents whst the "thinkineg people” of whop Fremont-Smith 1s the gelf-sppointed
cpokesmen should have bteen abl: to understsnt is insvitable in shch bodies, but only
in a violently injudicious snd pertisan way, the way of the rizht-winger ILiebeler
is his opposition to the libarsl /Jarren, Yn even his specialty I predict Epstein's
knowledge end understand are so slight thet ne will not agres to s debate with me on 1‘
end I'd be drlighted were he to hsve tha assistence of Fremont-Smith,

So ;éllght is Epstein’s work that he never even considers the evidence thet Oswalc
wes the s¥bassin., This he essumes. He is so uninformed about the sutopsy thet he said
of 1t thet 1t was doctored long sfter it was written wheress the slightest exsmination
of the autopsy exhibit reveals it was sltered %wo days after the assessinstion end

the evidence is printed in Exhibit 397, This he eead, i1f ot sll, so hestily that he
was unaware of the fact that the official exhiblt wes ghtted, end his ransecling of
the archive wss so superficial he even missed the recelnts that so ad!itionel, prove.
As re ently es the Sunday Times Magszine of September 18 he 7ms so unfamilisr’with

the evidence that he wes stidl foleely cleiming that "photogrsvhs of the President's
Jacket aml shirt ¥ included in thic document (the #BI paport -H¥) (and pudbliched 4n

my boolk for the flrst timesss” I1f he 13 referring to ths ¥BI report, he ws- not the
first to publish 1t, I wes not the first to quote 1t, but I did print it in facsimile
first, If his refe-ence 1# to the gorments, the Commission published sbout fives such
photogrephs. I can go on and om, but 1% is not my intention to degrade Epstein, who
was lsunched info a rerified atmosphere he newr sought and in vhich hs cennot survive.
it 1s to reflect to you the judgmmants of your reviewer and what he does to other
pecple snd the integrity of the Times,

from this childish sdulstion of Epstein ¥remont-Smith proceeds to awerd Popkin,
the professor of selective skspticism, bther lsurels end credits that sre not his. all
the things “opkin 1s sald to heve done I did esrlier. Tis title of his book is a
trensparency of my chapter "The Felse Oswald". His concepts 2re politically expurgseted
copigs of mine, nnd he has little indeed thet is not in my booke Une might have expect
tre lympisn Times to heve made some comuent on the strenze if not unethicsl situstion
in which & mogazine in the guise of » review uses the content of & bo-k already in prir

that 1t is pretending to review as the content of its article and then uses its positic
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and suthority to berate that book, which preceaded it with all\its contents md
more with the full knowledge thst 1t is the co-publicher of this article in the
form of 2 book, The bullet that I first proved coull not hmwe th-= history sttributed
to it by the Report, the ommiscient Fremont-imith "sug ests” ; the
conclusion of my work, thet s new investigstion 1s required, suddenly is *opkinls,
becruse none of theother books, including Fremont--mith's speclal tressure dar
demsnd this because they cannot without destroying sll the masjor oonclusio/na of the
Beport, which I slone sddressed in substentive msnner, "Mr, 'opkin offebs a prrtial
hypotheticel solution” iq his second Oswald when I prove it earlfter, didn't just
hypothesize, stc. So 1little do your reviewer snd Popkin know thelr meterisls thot
they perpetunte the factusl errora of their imrediate predicessors whose work was
also less exhaustive than it should have been.
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hat is also conspiruous hare is thei Fremont-Smith has flxed upon two books that
do not question the conclusion that Osweld wes 2n assasasln. They avold this taxing
tracing of swildence and play it ssfe. 3uch a psotion is more acceptable. Fremonte'
Smith adopts it for the Times. I believe this is irresponsible.

Aside form tha nueation of honesty that I believe resders of tha HTimes end the
writers of %8 books are entitled ito oxpect, there is whst to me is & pressim end
importent one. He has d9 e me com-ercial harm for reesons I eannot guess, unlaess it
is thet Ixhave dared t% Ay dead before those with whom he is in sssocistion., I had
hped ,ﬁ%ﬁ'rairer treatmbnt from the Times then 1 have received.

I do not know whether ¥remont-‘mith hes speeisl channels to those he colls
"thinking people" or whether this intelligence springs from his nsvel, but I do know
the resdtion to my bo-k end the public-relations I hove achieved for it with less
help then I heid hoped for from the rore responsible elsments of the press. I have ko
knowledge of what hos resched other authors, but I heve an unaolicited outpouring
from the people of more than 500 letters that tell me with at laast the authority
of those he polled whet I have done and what its impsct is. 1f holf the blessings
bestowed upon me stick, 1 shall have no fear of the hersafter.

¥pom my own news exp-rienc e, I am led to believe that what I nave done, sside
from the content of the bonk, is legitimate news, Not to Fremont—-mith, To him it 1s
an every-day boredom that s muan goes dean in debt in the rursult of what he considers
the national honor and then deeper in debt to »ublish a book for which he has no
distribution and no prospect of distributlon, then malkes a success nf it amd lays the
foundation for those that follow. I shall survive Fremont-Smith's displessure snd hurts
but I do regret that they parﬂ and that he sneaks for the Times, which hns its
own share of responsibility"ﬂ'a lame for the nationsl disgrace thet now must be
ractified. It 15 no help to truth for him to unthinking snd unimowinsly persist in
tryinz the convince ®xxm people thet Osweld wes the sssamssin when tho bast avelladle
eviisnee 18 thet he could no% huve been. I think most people expect the Timss to speak : |
from ¥nowladge, not the prejudices of ille and und r-informed writers, ¥mim You cartaini-t,.‘
are neot this way in your news columns. Wi
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Ll hope you will not resent this cendid outburst, 4 msn can accept only so much
abuse without compleint ao matter how much he tells hiazself responsibility requires
of him that he not conplein so thet people cen work out thelr own thoughts and positiona
T might better have used this time on further research., Had Fremont-amith not spoken i
in the ns=me of the Times I suppose I would heve ignorad it, like I hevex all the other
gigiler nectiness, sppsrent plagisrisms and the perheps ususl throat-cutting that I
find all over and am delishted that I cen survive.

iy willingness to trudt you with my materials is unchonged. -erheps the next
time I am in Hew York I shsll have a copy of ‘HITEWASH II for you. If I heve one
hera firet I'11 take it to Tom "cker. And I heve eslmost 100% of the documehts weted
quoted end the pictures cited - 100% of the important ones.
Sincerely,



