Haerdld Yeisberg Eyz+tstown, 1d. 20734
October 13, 1966

The Editorrp
The Sundsy Tymes Gagazine

London, ingland,

ﬁear Sir s

It hss become g modsrn literary sin tonwrhte with passion und to documsnt with
thoroughness. It is in bed teste «ith non-fiction, especislly when i+ desls with the
nstional honor =ad integrity, abéut thils one nseds ice for ink; disintsrest snd
detachment, Cne is not to faal the pnundin%*blood when his presidsnt is killed and
consigned to history with the dubicus epitaph of s Take inquest. Thus you fsult my
book WHITZWASH: THE REpD-nm ON THE 'ARPEN RETORT as "hot Bempered” snd by this device
avold sll mention of its contenis znd what it nas accomplished. This is your indubitable
right, but I sug-est 2 review of British writings on similar topiles will revesl that
you, %o your credit, also heve feelings and have not shamed ia €xprossing them,

Your Qetober 9 articls is significant and important, despite the uae?rtunata
ineccurory thet gex charectarizes it ang most of what is written sbout the assassina-
tion und itse investigation. Had you read “HITEWASH 4instead of condemning it out of
hand because it aithor dsre not to be an intellectual ennuch you eould hzve avoidad
then, They are of varying msgnitudes and sre not ell of opinion. thould you so desire
I will enumerste them And cite you the of {cial evidence in rroof, Ly béﬁbk slone is
entirely restricteﬁ_to this officisl evidencs,

Sqme of the error is understondsbls =t s time when you are luxuristing in the
benefits of prees-agentry, 1 'refer ns asn smerican, however, witn or without hot
temper, that the facts be a@g accurate as it is within the capaelty of mEn to stete
them.,

To set the historienl record stra ht, the first borks wers thaose by Les Sauvegs
and me. Myne wos completsd in mid-FrabrerB 1965, published in a limited edition in
August of that year, snd in the first of the to date four privately-printed editibns
the smallest of which was of 9,000 on May 9 of this yesr. With no advertising, improv-

ized distribution snd seriously hendicapped by its formet, 1t is still the work thet



leid the basis of credibility end scceptsbility for thoge that followed and sdded
nething of fundemental imnort to its reveddtions and collectively do not anproximate
its content.

It is by no mesns coarect to state as you do that if thet single magical bullet
could pave or d4id 1ntliet 511 seven non-fatnl injuries on -oth the President =nd the
Governor, "the officisl verdict of the erime can 8tsnd”s 1t is but one of only too
meny flsws on which it cansot stend., It is likewise without feoundstion in the
Commizcion's »wrn "best evidence”, as you infer on the ssme pege, that Oswald had
to be ons of ths sssassins if there wers mors thsno one, =28 this same "best evidence™
proves adundently snd deduntently.

Nor is it a fair representation to sey only that the Comnission merely
"regarded ss the most credible (that) the first shot Was Tired” at s certoin point
and drop it there., The Report actually states, "Although it is not essentisl to 4ny
Pindings nf the Commission to determine just which shot hit Covernor Comnslly...{pege

4
19) unless it could conclude with finality that he wes struck by this first one only
it c;;ld not conclude that there wos s single assasain, for st leest twe shots struck
the President, one missed the motorcade entirely, and the so-called fatsl shot could
not possible have struck the Sovernor. You will find this amplified st length in my
chapter "The dumber of ;;ts?, the only exhsustive anelysis of this subdect.

Frame 207 is not, according to the Repert and the avidence, "the esrliest
moment <sanedy could hsve been by sn 2iméé shot from the Depository...” Frame 210
is, “hould you desire, I'1l emplify this for youe. In this comneciisn I should like to
refer you to the reveletion in “HITEWASH in both 4ext (pego 45) end sppendix (pags 208)
thet this and the adjscent fremes hsve been physically removed froﬁ the reproduction
purportedly serietim of the Zanruder f1lm in Ixhibit 885, thenonly fremes so destroyed,
The elterations in Yremes 207 and 212 sre obvicus. The film was posrly splicede

The msdicel evidence is contrary to the presumpition that s delayed reaction wes

"perfectly possible "with the CGovernor.



It is only technically true that the photographs of the President's gamments
you use "were not included in the Rarren Report”, Other similsr ones were, despite
the succesful press asgentry. Look in the first volume of exhibits, You'll find five
simller ones. It is likewise wrong to say thet "the mediesl drawing - again not shown
in the-Warren Report, etet;, for it is Exhibit 385 from Volume 16 and I reproduce it
on page 196, It is possible to be unfair to the Comnis=ion, but it is not necessary
to invslidate th= Revort.

Despite his certificstion, which I reproduce in fscsimile on page 187, the
sutopsy doctor did not destroy his "notes". I would have thought your paper woadd
have been the l-st to repeat this error, even thouzh other Writérs did no% benefit
from your experience., "hat Dr. Hymes swore he burnad is the Pirst hsndwritten drsaft
of the sutopsy (my peges 183f£f.). The nature of the substentive cheanpges betwesn the
finsl version and the existing hendwritten version, some of which I revnroduce in
fecsinmile on vsge 198, is ths difference betwe -m front =nd back, high and lcﬁ, day
and night.

Another presistent error is that Dr, Jimes executed the schemstic diegrasm that
shogs the Prasident's rsar nop-fotel wound was in the back (es does much other evilence
I assemble on puge 185). 1lthough the other bioks so stete, 1t is untrus., The only one
men in the world esteblished by the evideace not to have ”fillad up" this chart is
Or, Pymes, who swore one of his associates did,

Your quotstion from the FBI report is consistent with the emphesis of othar
writing, but it omits & most sigznificsnt fact, that this FBI Heport slso says
different2 bullets struck the President and the “overnor end thet it accounts for
all three bullets the Commissicn acknowledges were fired without accounting for the
one knowl to have missed entirely. It salso ignores the frent neck wound, To me, these

things are ouite shocking.

There is no evidence that the whéle bullet was "found on & stretcher". L trest

this in great detail ( puges 161-2, 171), the msn who discovered it specifically

refused to say that and instead decaired under osth " I am going to tell youall %



c8n, 2nd I'm not going to tell you something I can't lay down snd sleap at night
with either.” )

Your se:ount of the picturs of Oswald %ith the rifle is unfortunately in-
complete. I alone hsve the rest of the story (peges 80-2), There wers two similap
pictures, the negativss to both of which were seized by the volice znd inventoried,
One "disappeared” snd %was sold to the press, This, as you might imagine, is not 1n
the Report. I em not awsre that the members of the Commission knew it, elther,

Two other things you ssy ebout the "single-bullet® theory are not foctual,
"Its most powerful advocste among the Comi sion's staf: lewyers® was not Normen
Redlich but Arlen Specter. 4nd 1t 1s not true thet "Fswald's guilt must stend
or fall” with 1%, Only too many other things dlsprove his guilt, 1?7 the Comzizsiontg
"best evidence” 1s to be eredited, |

iIn elosing, despité the unfortunste sang unnsfessary ersor in your lengthy

t "
Hot~tempered oncmsans

article, I do wsnt to camend you, if the commendation of a;
snything, for the attention you have given the subject zng the generous investfent
off s@ﬁee. -hat 1c very mueh in order now le a free and cpen dialogue, unsulled by
second-hand epithets =znd based solidly upon evidence, not vsstad EERRCICEAT YN

comnercial interests,

Sineerely,

Harola ’eisberg

Ps3e I delivered one of the Tirst 100 coples of my bBoox %o your ~ashington correspondent

on iay 9. If he has not sent it to you, one is available from my wnglish agent, Ur,

Gordon Harbord, 53 St, Martin's Lene, London %,7,2



