Harold seisberg Hysttstowm, Mde 20734
august 25, 1966

“ditor, The Sunday Times

% London, Englsnd

‘5 Desr sir, .

§ Especially becsuse your paper 18 30 resneetel ang responsible, jour story

% ﬁn the books about shat you hesdline as "Kemnedy'd Desty” 1s an importsnt contrie

g butioh to th: ultimete unrevelling and to the ultimste triumph of truth snd justice.
; My single regret is that the only error I fing ig it is qurtful to me. I do not
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believe this was intentional, A simple answer susiests 18self: the aut "or had ne
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¢opy of my bosk or no tine to resd it. This is sug-ssted by the nsture ol the

errors and the abs nce of esny reference to th: contents,

WHITZUASH 1s unique in & number of wayse You ére in error in giting its
date o3 Jyne 1966. fed your sriter possessed a copy he Would have seen the copy=
right date of 1965, This book was complsted in mii=-februsry of thet war and a
limited edition wa: published thst sumsr to protect my rights. The current edition

is of iiay 9, 1968, “rom this you cen see that of the books on the Com-ission - and
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mine is not - there is 2 subtle di’ference - mine is the first, precesding even

Fox's. “y book is on the Heport, not the assassination, snd not ‘he Commission. It

deals with botk in terms of the Report. Yot it has more about both, sctuclly, then
ell the competition for which 1t «nd I broke the ice. The Reporthwas not drs®ted

by the members of the Somission. The Investigation ~as not conductsd by their. The

RELTERE

iz eminent Trevor-Roper errs in ssying the chief Justice did the bulk of %the worky for

only sbout a sizth of the total hesrincs of the Comnission was attended by s singl

member. The real r-vorkf Wwas acromplishnd in what smounts to back ronms 4in NDallas, .
“sually there were present but the Com+lssion's assistant counsel, the witness and

the stenographer. History, I =m sétisfiad, will show this subile ¢ifference to be

/

sn importent one. So, while yv1 sre corrset in saying that we huge different
attitudes townrd the Comission and its "aaltreatment” of truth, it would be more
precise, with reference to “hitewmsh and its au‘hhor}tc substitute "Report™ for

"Com-ission",

I _ This is not to say the Commission did nat err. I halicwe “dna 2 w Pam
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the strongest book with the most thoroush criticism and the most exhsustive rese
earch behind it. I imow it covers more then all the others I have read combined
end that they hove nothing importent not in "HITEWASH, which by so much ore=
dates them. !y book zlone is restricted 1005 to the oftficisl informsting of the
Comiseion, and with this alonms, point by -oint, it demolicshes the Report, There
@re a third x0f a million words of typed words slonz behind 1%, =5 you ean lsern
for yourself. |

it is o strange irony thst the strongest bock, %he onz that until too late
could rot find normel cublication, the pathfinder, if 1 ey ;:;@ the phrase, is
the singls ons that does not -oint the a.c:.:uaing finger 8% the nembers of the
“oumission nersons 1ly. ‘I‘his- is #lse revealed in my correspondence. +t is not
somethins I came by lately. It is my personsl belief. YHITHIASH is the only one
*het takes cognizonce of the realities of politicel 1if: and the responsibilities
of the kind of proninent men who could be aprointed to such a aost, You will
find this in my introduction. I believe if you resd it carefully, you will find
thet oneof the books for »hich your writer hss high regerd is little more than an
enlargement of part of this ‘ntréduction, It reslly hes little to do with the
actusl evidence.

Another zoes so far in the direction of holding tho members of the Cemmissim
perscnslly respo.nsible for the content of the Commission's files snd its Heport
that he sctually edited every siungle sxcerpt fron the taranseripts to eliminete
vhe nemes of all of the assistant counsel, the men who r slly did the work. Tho raad-&w
of this book, including scholars of the future, will heve no way of sppreising the
failures and errors of the men who really did the work snd who in this bonk are
entirely nameless. The original tsenscript, es WHITEVASH shows, always has the
name of the questioner. Yet this book retains the n-mes of the members of the
Comnisslon, substituting the lsttor "Q" for all the sssistsnt counsel.

Befause of the spproach of "HITE'AH, your ordinsrily quite correct state-

_mea_-l_t_; that with the d'ath 07 the 4 +naceas I"f.he e@rli_‘ier_xca ™ Ccessnry. ..is_ cmmblmg
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away". 'HITEWAZH, resirictel entirely to the Comiission's evidence ss it is,

preserves the essentisls of twnt evidence and is & gulde to others in ressarching
the evidence, Those witnesses who are dying in a rather sharp upset of the

actusrial tables are, %o 5 very lsrge degree, slresdy recorded. True, all they
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had to offer mey not have h en extrected. But the hope for the solutiom of the

crimed of the ssses-ination, but one of the crim s involve ‘s may lirgely depend

W

on cthar sources.

T

"find now the J-reys nnd pictures ore matters of contention” wyau ¥, Trus,
¥ 7

But not only now., I drew this aitention to them 135 months 850, not now, =nd was

the first to set on record with the proper ofricizls both a protest snd a brief
in opposition to thelr decision -gad 1 nere do not refer to the Commission, which
ceased to exist before that. Becsuse we are here dealins with both the ssssssina-
tion of s President snd its dubious inquest, which involve the nationsl honor
snd integrity, may I suggest thet vhat nommally might be @ nsidered responsible
public relations would here be ineppropristey There sre a number of things I
have dons ani sm doing entirsly in private simple because I consider what is
involvad more impc\rtant theh the personal benefits they mi-ht yield.

But there i~ a considsreble hazard inherent in the current sttention fixed
on the {=-reys snd pictures. They are, in fact, entirely unnscessary to the degé-
ruction o2 the Heport snd the beginning of 2 new incuiry. It makes no difference
what they show, in this regard. Hed your author read my book with care, espec—
is1lly the two long \hgc\aptars on The Number of Shots and The Doctors and the

Autgpsy, you would understand that the medical testimony is entirely against the
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“eport, end even the sutopsy doctors said the bullet holsz in the clothing would
coineide with the location of the resr, non-fatal wound of the Bresid ent. Lven
the photosrsphs of his clothing, which mesn little without abtistic assistance,

are entirelt unnecessary, ss you will find by reeding page 185 of WHITEWASH.

It 1s for this resson I did not use such a picture in my bo-k. o one reslly 2



familiar with the evidence and willing to do the work required to mske it availablg

such degices sre not necessary.
It is something less than s fuir corment on my book or my personal stiitude

and beliefs to say I belisve in or #tried to prove "there was s 'great conspiracy"
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behind the assassinetion”. Thers was, without doubt = consniracy. I was the first

%o prove it, and T did so with the Comaission's own evilence alone. The implica-
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tion of the phrase "great eonspriscy" I ’chinki should sveid. I do not bslieve

A

1%t spplies to we or my work,

G

"Even more ironical, meny of these esrly theorists seemed to rely for

much of their dats on Lane's work, “ L never he:rd him spesk, anywhere, snd I

bhave none of his early work, save & singzle a&&icla that sesms to be unrelstad

%o his book in its content snd approsch. I read it when it sppearsd and no longsr
S could locate 1% if I desired. Yy book was completed before s gingle masgazine
article appeared, to the best of my knowledge. There is absolutely none of Lene's
dsta in my bocks, I am less certain sbout the use of my data by others,

ﬂ "And oddly enough, it has taken three of them = Mark Lens, “dward J ay
Epsteln snd Harold Weisberg - just about the same time to burrow their wsy

out again." I suuggest the facts slready cited clarify this. Lana's book draws
heavily on his personsl inquiries. Epstein's hss quite little from the 26 volumes.

2 H‘e meBes no pretense thet it has, Thers is no btesis for attributing to him the

o

rensacking of these t&¢mes, and I have never seen such a claim sttributed 4o him,.
His sporoach wes entirely different., I alone restricted nyself to the officisl

ebidence, =nd sll the other books together do not approach what I have of it

in WHITEVASH. I suspect thisls one of the pofiblems I faced, the factual unassail-

a'bil/-i_;!ty of my work., I can show you corresnondence from publishers thot may so be
interpreted,

_-;*' "When Harold Veisberg set out to do the same job ( no: true - the first
i A

_dﬁﬁiﬁcated nothing; those who followed duplicated) he did it nossily and often
/
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tendsntiously - so his difficulties in finding & publis sher, which ended in his
publishing privately ere at least understandable. Lane's difi‘icult.'y is surprising,
4nd tken you r:port, accurately, thst Lane's book was not ready for its 1965
publication co:tract, when my work was campleted.
4B, those words, dear editor! Thoss two, snd thet combination, have teen

address:d to me and my work but Just 2 sinele other person and but a single

other publicstion, And how they contrast with the only other nublished comraent

in England about me and of which I 2m 2mre, A responsible aad I heliove inportant
London peper useq these words: '-'Impressv-iy'a", "sobor" " free from erankiness”, The
iﬁdetical l2nguage used by .:,'our wiiter is one of the clues tiwt impel my belief

a8 copy of my book was -not in your hands, ‘pis I shall rectify. Had he read the
prefade, your m:-iter mould have known that at the last ninutes, when I got offers
of comereizl p‘.llblication, 1 found that they demended changes thet would result

in strideney and I rejectsd them. The cne case in which this reason was used to
explain my failure to achieve publication - snd $his is quite false, as the letters
quoted in VHITEWASH show - was in an article entitled, in July of 1966, "The
Second Oswald". The edeventh chapter of my book is entitlsd "The False Qawsld",

i It A

This rather lengthy mrknduplicates, a year snd a hslf leter,lmy work, attributing
but little - really Very little = of 1t to me and even beretes nme in one part of
the articia‘\what the esuthor uses in another! I bslieve ir Jou read thet artgi"le,
which is in your position, and my bonk, 2nd realize the diflecrence in dates, Ix
further corment will be unneesssary.

t on the fact, I am bleszed with = very kind Znglssh geatlemsn for an
agent (Seven d:clined the subject in the United Ststes) I am looking foruard to
meeting scuetinge I think he cen give you the a'mraisals of 3 %unbe" of British
publishers and several university dons, who reed my work anqnathers. ‘ou will

find it cuite to the mnt_ary. I think it insppropriste for me o quote one

particular British publisher by name. But he found Iy work "excellent” snd s



"high quality plece or work", He had décided to offer me a contract, aftsr heving
my book appraised by British university doms, end in the last minutes, - upon
recelpt of information he hsd svery reason to trust but wes cuite 1nac:urata;
entirely for commercial reassons, turned it down. 1 hope he sew your article and
phoned you, for this is quite demeging to me becsuse it is not true snd because
Ur, Herbord is reslly trying so hsard, aerééamnly outting in more thsn a minimum
emount of effort. I'd reslly a~ reciate it if you'd spesk e him, for the offect
of your artikle is quite hurfful. I am satisfied you had no sucha intent, He is

et 53 5t, Lartin's Lane snd he can supply you with & cozy of the book.

Of 21l the many publishers with whom I spoke end from whom I have letters,
not & :ingle ope even suggested they held the opinion your » riter got from
another. Xost went out of their ways to say complimentary things, even including
the prediction tie book would be a best sellar. It would have been less embarrass-
inz to have merely said they didn't like the book, would it not?

You ouote Lene s $ayinz thet "once I was sccented by Holé, Reinhart and
Winston things begen to chsnge." Mr, Lane is unswars of the facts, including the
background to his own current relationship with thet unnsmed Sew York TV statian,
I do hope you will not essume & lack of modesty on my pert, but I am quite
prepared to show sll the evidence to your “ashington correspondent, who is not
fer from my houe. It is my book =nd I who opmned up this field, Who made the
subject respectable., In faet, it was I who, without so intending, lsunched the
Epstein book 32 dafs ghsad of publication date! It was I who dii the pioneer
work with the =lcetronic media, most particularly with that TV station, whose
current interest in A¢t with Lane salone but with a1l of us. They aired'a previous-
1y tepéd program for two hours the night of July 23-4 that was quite exciting,
Here I was able $o show that it is not those who say the Renort iz wroaz who lack
rasponsibility. I =as confrontad by four lawyers ( end I am no% a %fgyer}, without
prior lmowledge snd entirely without preperation. So drematic did this become that

during the teping the statbon spontensously incressed the alloted time from a
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helf hour %o tWwo hours. They then mads & "special” of it. This partieulsr TV
program, yéﬁbelieve, will be recorded iﬁ h:'-ns‘buw as 8 changing point in the
pub:{ic\:;ttitude. It preceeded aynesrance of Mr, Lane's bo-k, by the way, and,
while I cansot, on the bnsis of what hes besn reporsed to me, say that his
puhlilshen' had nothing to do with it, I believe it is foir to say avaryone was
surprised at tt:e'loutcome[ +hat reslly haprened there will comedny mske =g rather
inter sting story, I bvelieve.

The immediste consequence of that progrem 15 the decision of %hat interest
%o do another 4wo-hour special, on which the reférréd—to footage will be used,
on which material in my bookfand no other widl be used, énd on Thich most of us
"doubters™ will appear, A prominent personality will moderste, ond the progrem
will be syndiceted.

#Although I have written this in h:ste, for + haven't tiue for what f st
do, it has grown longer then i intended. That is, perhaps, @ reflection of the
seriousness with which I regard the zntire subject and whet is wrepned in it. My
present writing mesns much %o me, and when it is completed, I shall see to it
thet a copy 1s avallabls to you. You may, perheps, be interested in rszading a
emnple now in Kr. Harbord's possession. I am not now pre'p.arad for it to be used
pablicly, but 1 you will regsrd it as confidentisl, it may give you a different
insight into the entire subject. It will bs a chapter of my present work, which
is l2rgely now completed, slthoush 4t will require extensive editing, for I am
compelled to spe=d and have all the functions of an entire publishing operation
to perform,

I do hopz you will reslize that, =1though I believe you hsve injured me,
I am ruite satisfiad it wes not 8 purposeful sct but was caused by the rother

unusuel circumstonces. + have no public-ralstions orgsnizetion o inform the

press, %o add the subtle nuances that are so often helvuful, if less then completely

faithaful to reslity, %o mske claims that mey heve little or no basis.
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an d I do hope = responsible member of your staff wil! read uy book
closely, +ith pertlicular sttention to whet nsy se:=m eliptical. - hils this m:éy _
or mey not benefit me, I an suite anxious for such zn inmportent psper 2s yours
to be possessed of the infomstion conteined in it, for this maiter is not
closed.

You will £ind in it facsimilies of some of the evidence thet mey interest
you. Almosy without exception, they sre in "HITEWASH alone. Should they interest
yhu, subject to ir. Harbord's sprrowel you msy use any or all of tham, The large
pleture on pages 282-3 i3 the property of ths Associ-ted Fress, of which I bomght
the rickt for book-use only, ‘uch of it is entirely unlmown in “nplsnd, and it
is typical of whet I found thnt cthers 4id not. The certificstion on pige 137
may interssty you beczuse c¢f Travcr-ﬂopa;s aprology end she basis ol tha sttack
upon him. The sxcerpts from the F3I Report were in TIITEUASH belore Xpstein's
book sppeered. Lou mey {ind my hendling ol the mesning of this document not the
same as that of others,

On puge 198 and ian the sppropriste text you wiil f;l.nd evidence that
eliminstss the necds for consulting the unofficisl comaient of e chest surgson on
orthopaedic matters ( snd there remeins a frzgment o she bullst in the gover—
por's tivias)e Hers, desp’te the obfuscations or the <eport, the autopsy doctor
in chargze, two deys after the assessination snd 2 day and ak half zfter the
completiocn of his exemination, still records the medical opinion of the Jalles
doctors that the President was shot from the front,

No one else has printed the destruction of the crucial frames of the
Zapruder movies, I hzve *his evidence on page 208. If you have V:lume 18 svailable,
you will find tuis on poge 19. The first printer broke his agrsement, destroyed
theplates, and l:f% me with 20% ol the negstives requiring lustOminute work. ‘e
did not discover his tsmperins with this sege until toe late to do other then
inster the id=ntification oimthe second freme in th= sprocket hole. It is quite

faithful to the Volume, as you can ses by ceunarison, iay I sugsest that I do
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believe Senator Russell cut out what the Vomnission 1tself held were the
erucial feames, 2nd may not, event today, know of it unless he read the copy
I sent him, Nor do I believe Congressmen Ford used the scissors on the picture
at the bottom of puge 203, or that sny other mgm?:ar o the Commiszion had any
reason to suspect such practises existed,

"bile I complain of hurt, 1 ms% thenk you for the mention, for the
Success of "HITEWASH in thas United States cennot be attributes to its mention
'on the printed psge. 1 have found e rather remariaabla fictlon prevslent in the
midst of the 20th century, that to seme of the ﬁorld's most respected journals
a privete printing does not existe As Iean 1ive with lr. Hoover's personsi |
"Emperor's clothes" (see page 201), so cen I survive this mythology. Vespite the
cost, 1 get my money's worth in leughs when I recall that one psper which has
confirmed this to me in writing, nonetheles: after recelvinz 12 free conies
wrote and requested s thirteenth for "reference use", Rather s tri*mt.:.; to a

nonexistent hook.

Sincerely yours,

Eareld Teisberg



