
And'did it anyway. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 

1/16/70 

Bud, Dick, Gary only, 

With this a copy of John Nichol's letter of the 13th end my 
yesterdy's response. 

1 have made no further reference to the bullet, but will if I do 
not hear about that. 

My personal feeling is that his letter does not allay my deep 
disquiet about the entire effair, for it can be interpreted as deceptive(switching 
the certification and the body chart) and is acknowledgement of what is in 
any event obvious, thnt he knew exactly what he was doing. 

P.S. For you who do not know, this is not all. 



1/15/70 

Deer John, 

Your letter of the 13 just arrived. Although you say no answer is 
lac:censer, I feel one is. As you know by now, when so long a period went by 
witnout response, because I knew you would feel, as you say, it requires immediate 
response, I wrote you further on this matter. 

Pinot let me say that if I considered you a crook I'd have nothing 
more to do with you and certainly would not have offered to continue to help you 
with your suit. This should be obvious to, you. 

At the same time, beceuie you are not a crook end because you are a 
man from scientific disciplines that tell you to respect the rights of others 
to their own materials, you should have known better. 

When we first met, when you were at the AFIllo meeting several years 
ago, I made certainthings clear. My brin:Jng all that unpublished material 

s with me to sow sad lend you was demonstration of my trust in you. You ere the 
first to have seen POST MORTEM, which was completed and retyped in September 1967. 
I explained to you my deep misgivings not only at the taking of my material but 
more, and the wrongf41 use thereafter made of it by others in a position to use 
it when I might nod-be. What I showed and gave you was on your word you would 

: not use any of what I had dug up. As you know, it is child's play, once you know 
something does exist, to duplicate it. But you did give me your word. 

You failed to get the autopsy authorization. I had it and showed it 
to you. I also told you I had a special use'for it. When you felt yoU would 
broaden your suit to include it, you wrote me peremptorily that if I did not give 
you a copy, you would get it from the Archives. This disturbed me very much,- for 
your reaction on seeing the eutoorization was such I knew you would not forget 
how you saw it. You also knew it was in a book I had written end hoped to get 
published, the result of a great amount of uncomoensated and'unrewarded work. 

If you will reread the first long paragraph in your letter, I think it 
will become clear to you that included in what I showed you is the Admiral 
Burkley stuff. Now, 's I told you then, I continued tLis work, lead I have obtained 
other things of which you do not know. I think it is urgent that all of this be 
left alone by all of us with serious purposes in this matter for several reasons, 
including, but not limited to, these: so I can pursue whet thus far has been rather 
successful work outside the Archives and so that I can use it properly end com-
pletely, at the proper time and place. It is not by any means only that I want 
what is not unreasonable, the right to use my own work first. It is this jeopardy 
to whet we all seek that set me off. As you must realize, although I regard your 
blackjacking me for the autopsy authorization as wrong, I complied end I did not 
discuntonue either helping you or offering to. Despite the fact that your are of 
high medical qualification and I have none, I have and I know what you do not, 
and until such a time as I can show you what I have and whet I an working on, it 
will have to rest there. I em not withdrawing my long-standing invitation for you 
to come here end see what -L. have. 

Your account of how you got the Burkley copy of the body chart is, 4  know, 
truthful, for as yo, knew ' ,new, it is misfiled in a way that makes it possible 
for them to have made this mistake. They did not send you what you eked for. They 



sa 

I can tell you with fair certainty that 14ike Simmons filled your order for these 
reasons: it is the kind of mistake he would make, they have that Burkley body 
chart misfiled with the copy tnet went to the printer, and I impressed upon 'mike 
on several occasions that the best thing is to go to the original. Mike, I am 
certain, is not responsible for that really cute trick, filing this sheet the 
one place it could not belong, with what went to the printer-which it never did! 

Now I fokeed that into the Archives before we ever met, as the 
result of long effort, all of it recorded in my correspondence files. The 
Commission never saw it. Sometime, if you are interested, I will tell you the 
entire story and show you the entire file. Having forced it into the Archives, 
naturally, I had a copy. 

• 
however, unless my memory fails, and I am not takint, tne time* 

check the files, it is not this body chart of which you wrote me by the "limes 
certification, which I also showed you in Silver Spring and is misfiled in the 
same place, it also being Burkley's copy. As you see, I an trusting you and tdting 
tetaxi you letter of the 13th as a repetition of your word you will not use my 
materials, If you have forgotten whet is in POST MORTEM and what I showed you, 
Burkley approved both of Humes' statements eld they are both there. I take it you 
will leave theth there in quiet, attracting no more attention until I can use them 
in what I feel will be not only an effective way but more, in the right context, 
which I alone can. 

When You say - "I do not plan to use this doeumentS, I assume you mean 
any of these Burkley things I feted into the. Archives and showed you. You are 
silent on the authorization. I would like the same assurance from you on it. You 
can now get it readily on your own, for they have made a copy from the misfiled 
copy end out it where it belongs, but I do not expect you to. I have all of this 
also properly recorded and expect to use it also in a particular way and in court.. 

I have completed two of my three books on the autopsy. You will be able ., 
- to see taat have used none of your material in them. I thank you for teenoffer 
to use you neck chart that is in tae New Orleans evidence, but I do not plan to. 

There is no time now for me to carry this further, for there are other 
things I must do. The question, as I indicated above, is not, to me, whether you 
are "plotting to steal" my "labors" but whether you are for ether reasons going *o 
use what you could not have had but forme and what you promised me you wauld not 
use. Nor is it whether you are, by nature, a dishonest man, for I do not believe 
you ere, as the record of my help $o you must disclose. I think you face a problem 
we ell face, in one way or another, and a difficult one, where it is possible to 
make an honest mistake. But unless we deal with each other honestly and honorably, 
we hurt outselves more than others can And we cripple our work end effectiveness. 
You knew these were my materials aria tat t had showed them to you under certain 
restrictions you accepted. Yet you forced the authorization from me and the rest. 
I also asked myself "why", since I do not believe you a crook. ."ene of us can put 
himself inside the Mind of another, but I think you may have let your own sincere 
desires cast yourself in a certain role tnat, to you, justified this. A less dip-
lomatic phrasing might involve the use of the word ego. 

In any event, I take your letter to be a reaffirmation of your promise 
not to use any of my material I have not been able to use. Unless I  hear other*. 
wise from you, I will continue with this interpretation. I am concerned about any 
redistribution you may have made of this material, which is the reason I wrote you 
the second letter you have not had time to answer. I intend using this material 
not only in my writing, where it already is, but also in my own suit, where it can 
and will be used as it cannot be elsewhere. 

If you have anything to add to this, or disagree with any of it, I look 
forward to hearing further. Sincerely, 



1/15/70 

Deer pen, 

Your letter of the 13 just arrived. Although you say n
o answer is 

necesser, I feel one is. As you know by now, when so l
ong a period went by 

witaout response, because I knew you would feel, es yo
u soy, it requires immediate 

response, I wrote you further on tale matter. 

Beret let me say that if I considered you a crook I'd :
veva nothing 

more to do with you and certainly would not have offer
ed to continue to help you 

with your suit. This should be obvious to you. 

At the same time, because, you are note crook and because you ere a 

men from scientific disciplines that tell you to respect the rights of others 

to their own materials, you should have known better. 

When we first mete  when you were at tne .SIP meeting .  several years 

ago, I made certain tangs clear. My brie:ing all that unpublished esterial 

witn me to how sad lend you W82 demonstration of ray trust i
n you. You era the 

first to have seen POST MOBTEM, which was completed an
d retyped in September 1967. 

I explained to you my deep misgivings not only at the taking of my materiel but 

more, and tae wrongful use taereafter made of it by ot
hers in a position to use 

it when I might no's' be. What I showed and gevo you wes on your 
word you would 

not use any of what I had dug up. As you know, it is c
hild's ploy, once you know 

something does exist, to duplicate it. But you did giv
e no your word. 

You failed to get the autopsy authorization. I had it 
and showed it 

to you. I also told you I had a special use for it. Wh
en you felt you would 

broaden your suit to Include it, you wrote me perempto
rily that if I did not give 

you a copy, you would get it from the Atchives. This d
isturbed me very much, for 

your reaction on seeing tee eutoorizetion was such 1 knew you would not forget 

how you sae it. You also knew it wee it a book I had w
ritten and hoped to get 

published, the result of a great amount of uncomeenset
ed end unrewarded work. 

If you will rereed the first long eeregreph in your letter, I think it 

will become clear to you tact included in what I showe
d you is the edmirel 

Burkley stuff. Now, f's I told you then, I continued t is work, !Nad I have obtained 

other tangs of which you do not know. I think it is ur
gent that all of this be 

left alone by all of us with serious purposes in this matter f
or several reasons, 

including, but not limited to, these: so I can pursue what thus far Oss been
 rather 

successful work outside the erchives and so that I con use it properly and come 

pletely, at the proper time and place. It is not by any means only 
that I want 

what is not unreasonable, the right to use my own work first. It is this jeopardy 

to what we all seek that set me off. As you must realize, although I regar
d your 

eleekjecking me for the autopsy euthorizetion as wrong, I complied and I did not 

discuntonue either helpine you or offering to. Despite the feet that your are of 

high medical qurlificotion end I have none, I neve and
 1  know what 5v7u do not, 

and until Tuch a time es I can show you what 1 have and whet I an working on, it 

will nave to rest there. I em, not witnirewing my
 Long-standing invitation for ypu 

to come here and see what -L 

Your account of how you got the Burkley copy oC the body chart is, e  know, 

truthful, for as yo knew i -new, it is misfiled in a way that makes it possible 

for them to nave made this mistake. They did not send you
 what you e=ked for. They 



I can tell you with fair certainty that "'eke Simons filled your order for these 

reasons: it is tee kind of mistake he would meee, they hove that Burkley body 

chart misfiled with tea copy teat went to the printer, end i impressed upon —ike 

on several occasions that the best thing is to go to the original. Mike, I em 

certain, is not responsible for teat really cute trick, filire this sheet the 

one place it could not belong, with what went to the printer—which it never did: 

Now I reeved that into the Archives before we ever met, as the 

result of long effort, all of it recorded in ey correspondence files. The 

Commission never saw it. Sometime, if you are interested, I will tell you the 

entire story and show you the entire file. Having forced it into the Archives, 

naturally, I had a copy. 

however, unless my memory fails, and I am not takino tae timed) 

check the files, it is not this body chart of which you wrote me by tee seumes 

certification, leach I also showed you in Silver Spring and is misfiled in the 

same place, it also being Burkley's copy. As you see, I en trusting you end teeing 

Max* you letter of tee 13th as a repetition of your word you will not use my 

materiels. If you have forgotten what is in POST MeBTEM and what I showed you, 

Burkley approved both of Burnes' statements end they are both there. I take it you 

will leave thee there in quiet, attracting no more attention until I can use them 

in whet I feel will be not only an effective way but more, in the right context, 

which I alone can. 

When you say "I do not plan to use this documente, I essume ynu mean 

any of these Burkley things I foced into the Archives and showed you. You are 

silent on tee authorization. I would like the same assurance from you on it. You 

can now get it readily on your own, for they nave made a copy from tee misfiled 

copy and out it where it belongs, but I do not expect you to. 1 have all of this 

also properly recorded and expect to use it also in a perticulsr way and in court. 

I have completed two of my three books on the autopsy. You will be able 

to see teat have used none of your material in them. I thank you for tesneffer 

to use you neck chart that is in the New Orleans evidence, tut I do not plan to. .  

There is no time now for me to carry this further, for there are other 

things I must do. The question, es I indicated .above, is not, to me, whether you 

are "plotting to steal" my "labors" but whether you are for other reasons going to 

use what you could not have had but for me and what you exomised ma you would not 

use. Nor is it whether you are, by nature, a dishonest men, far I. do not believe 

you ere, as the record of my help to you must disclose. I think you face a problem 

we all face, in one wear or another, end a difficult one, where it is poerible to • 

mks an honest mistake. But unless we deal with each other honestly and honorably, 

we hurt outselves eore than others can and we cripple our work and effectiveness. 

You knew these were my materiels ane that ' Led snowed teem to you under certain 

restrictions you accepted. Yet you forced the authorization from me and tae rest. 

I also asked myself "why", since I do not believe you a crook. "one of us can put 

himself inside tae hkind of another, but I taink you may nave let your own sincere 

dosires cast yourself in a certain role teat, to you, Notified this. e less dip-

lomatic perasine might involve tee use of the word ego. 

In any event, I take your letter to be a reaffirmation of your promise 

not to use any of my material I have not been able to use. Unless I hear others 

wise fro:i you, I will continue with this intorpreeation. I am concerned about any 

redistribution you may have made of tele material, which is the reason I wrote you 

the second letter you have not had time to answer. I intend using tais material 

not only in my writing, where it already is, but also in my own suit, whise it can 

end will be used as it cannot be elsewhere. 

If you have anything to add to 
this, or disagree with any of it, I look 

forward to heerine further. Sincerely, 



UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS MEDICAL CENTER 
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SCHOOL OF MEDICINE 

DEPARTMENT OF PATHOLOGY AND ONCOLOGY 

January 13, 1969 

Harold Weisberg, Esq. , 
Coq d' Or Press 
Route 8, Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Harold: 

Your letter of January 6 arrived yesterday. It merits a prompt reply. 

I am disappointed at your opinion of my honesty. 

At the Silver Springs Motel in April 1968 I remember with considerable 
clarity the photographs of CE 399 which you showed me because I did not 
realize the extent of the mutilation on the rear. I was also suprised 
that you had obtained a copy of the "Authorization for Post-Mortem 
Examination" since the Archivist had told me he could not find it. I do 
not rember that you showed it to me. However, the text of my letter of 
April 6, indicated that you did show it to me. I remember that you 
told me that it had been countersigned as "Approved" by Admiral Burkley. 
We also talked about other things including the autopsy sketch sheet. I 
feel sure you did not show this to me. Only recently have I come to 
realize that the "Approval by Admiral Burkley" was written on the sketch 
sheet instead of the "Authorization... ". You told me that these documents 
were misfiled and could not be found by ordinary search but that you had 
copies and could put your finger on the originals in the Archives. 

A few years ago, at the early beginning, I had our photography department 
make for me directly from the autopsy sketch on page 45 volume 17 a 
3 x4 transparancy for projection. I have been using this always since and 
as you commented in Silver Springs it is a very poor transparancy in 
comparison to the other slides I have. I have never asked the Archivist 
for a copy of this sketch as you suggest in your letter of January 6 in the 
third paragraph. 
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Recently this slide suffered a crack in the glass and I decided to 
purchase a copy of this sketch directly from the Archivist so our 
photographer could prepare another transparancy of better quality. 
Upon its arrival I noticed it carried the notation "Verified G. G. 
Burkley". I forwarded a thermofax copy to you the same day of 
arrival with the inquiry you mentioned. 

Now, reflect a moment, Is this the behavior of a person plotting 
to steal your labors? The answer is self-obvious. — Might I 
suggest an experiment? Purchase, thru the mails, in another 
name and different address, a Xerox copy of this document from 
the Archivist, or have a friend do it for you. Compare this new 
copy with the one in the Archives having Burkleys verification and 
the one printed in the Warren Report. 

I do not plan to use this document. You are, of course, perfectly 
free to use anything I have given or divulged to you including my 
copyrighted neck diagram from the untranscribed portion of my 
testimony in New Orleans. This seems to be a secret to all others.. 
However, please do not associate my name with Doctor Fisher's 
request to examine the brain. I will, as promised, send you a 
completed copy /1:‘the final brief in my Topeka case and transcript 
of my testimony in New Orleans when it becomes available to me. 

An answer to this letter is not necessary. 

(Nichols to Weisberg, January 13, 1969 page -2-) 


