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) ‘ Continuation of srticles eonc‘rninz tho assassination
of President Kennedy appearing in the November 1, 1966, No. 157
issue of "Politica.” '

*Brennan ¥as Near-Sighted™

This fact is only vaguely expressed in the summary of
the report; and it is completely absent from the testimonies,
Brennan was near-sighted. All of his dcclarations that could be
verified were proven false, The fact that he could not recognizé
Oswald in the Ipolice station shows that there are valid reasons
to doubt that he could have given a precise description of the
man, Moreover, the description attributed to him was mot
sufficiently detailed to permit Tippit to recognize Osvald, who
was ip the middle of a crovd, several kilometers from the scene
of the assassination. This leads us to the conclusion that if
Tippit intended to arrest Oswald as suspect number one, his
actions were based on evidence that has not been discovered by .
the Oonmmission. '

1 am setting forth the principal reasons, although
not the only ones, that convinced me that the Warren Report is
weak and prejudiced, After arriving at these conclusiorns, I
published my opinion in two articles that appeared in the ,
Sunday Times in london. These articles did mot contribute . .
to my popularity. My arguments were refuted by lavyers, )
Judges, and journalists, 8ince my dotractors based thelir - .
argunents solely on the report, without taking into account
the 26 volumes of testimonies that formed the basis for the
report, I considered their criticisms to be unfounded, They .
deliberately ignored my basic argument: The report was not & .
sunmary of the testimonies. :

-

“¥yho Was To Blame?"

. Must I accuse Earl Warrem, Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court; his eminent colleagues; and the 1awyers who
worked with them of being involved in a conspiracy or of being ; .
dishonest? If I am right, the adulteration of the evidonce
could not have been the result of a simple error; it 1s : .

: . ] T _ - ;": - %
:ﬁgffﬁiffn ::; (d}nb:ég;/5¢' ‘;2;:’( 9060 6,5;;11%/ 0
: Y-/0 bU—

. December 8, 19
: PRPSEST TN o



present throughtout the investigation. At this time, -lu;t“ h
people presented me with a dilemma, X think this is precisely

* the main reason vhy many reasonable, lidberal, down-to-earth,.

add well-read men refused to confront the problems., It was

. 4mpossible for them to accept the only reasonable ultqrnattvo.-

I don't think, however, that the dilemma was well
stated. The alternative to the unconditional acceptance of
the report does not have to be the dishonesty of the Commigsion,
There must be an explanation if 4t can be shown that the report
is incorrect. This explanation will have to be sought imn the
structure and in the procedure of this commigsion and mot inm
the conscious motivation of its senmbers. In the final analysis,
it 4s the only way possible for an bhistorian to approach his
bistorical document, He cannot start bhis analysis by doubting
the morality of the document's autbhors, He must ask himself
what circumstances, what purposes, what procedure, and what
events were involved in the writing of this work. The Germans
call this Kvellenkritik, a oriticism of the sources,

Some ansvers are evident in the case of the Warren
Roport, First of all, let us consider the structure of the
Comnission, All of the menbers were very active public figures,
It is inconceivable that they could have delved deeply into the
details of an investigation based on 852 interviews and 23,000
documents, They could only give the investigation irregular
attention and a limited amount of their time. The real work
had to be done by lawyers who assisted them, But how could
the lawyers coordinate the work? Did they have investigative
powers and the authority to assune cross-examinations and
confrontations? Weren't they subject to pressure: political
pressure, lack of time, and the need for positive results that
would satisfy the whole world? These are a bistorian's matural
Questions, I don't think that these Qquestions vere raised by
journalists, They enthusiastically accopted the report, puttiag
great emphasis on the caliber of men who served as monmbers of the
Commigsion and on the quantity of docurents, the majority of
which were never examined, . A

Two 0f the pressures mentioned are evident, They
were obvious and were revealed in the testimonies. The first
of these is the pressure of time, The Comnission had to com-
plete its report within a few months, and, although the date
was extended, the report was published before all of the files
could be examined, Another one was: the pressure of the ¥BI,



.+ From the beginning, the Comaission did mot have the

' menns pecessary to carry out an independent investigation. It

M

was totally at the mercy of established institutions., Which
institutions wvere these? The Dallas police and the secret

services of the YBI, BEven before the Commission had hegun

its work, the ¥BI had drawn its own conclusions about the

assassination and bad published a five-volume report off &

group of documents. The statement of the FBI's director,

J. Bdgar Boover, that was included in the 26 volumses, 18

particularly revealing. . In a very autheritative tone, Hoover
informed Warren of the conclusions that bhis services had reach-

ed. - He also supplied bim with a 1list of witneases to be consider-
d important. It made no difference hotv much the Commission mani-

1" Vtested its desire forindependence, since it already was, in some

respects, a prisoner of the organization that held the advantage
of time and upon which it depended for its operations.,

Caught between these two pressures - the pressure of
tine and of the considerations already given - it is easy to
see which course of action the Commission would take if it were
not under powerful, independent, and undivided control, It
would unconsciously tend to examine the evidence as material
that had already been elaborated upon, and that had a designated
meaning, rather than rav material that could lead in any direction,

In this regard, it is necessary to find an explanation
for the inadequateness of the Warren Report. Neither dishonesty
por the proposed political goal have to be considered, It is
sufficient to examine the workings of the Connission, its interaoal
structure, and the pressures that existed. All of this will
determine the final result, Unfortunately, an analysis 1ike
this was pot possible in 1964.

_ Today it is. During the last two years, the Bidble's
eritics have begun to work mot only on the text of the Bible
but also on the history of this text. During the course o2
this operation the Holy Spirit disappeared, and it is pow
possible to find defects in the Book of Judges without being
accused of trapping God, This is principally due to the
patience and courage of three Korth American writers whose
works will finally receive the imprimatur,

¥hen I was roading gﬁo 26 volumes of testimonies
during the winter of 1964-18§3, I knew that others would devote
thonselves to thissame task} perhaps delving deeper into the
problem, One of them, MarkiLane, & lawyer with avant-garde - .
ideas, Questioned the obJectivity of this Connission from
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&vay, Another one, Richar )
of Person, ne was a phllb-ophy Professor 5t tbo,_l!nivu_'_l:lty !
of Californiy, He hag vritton'rvury 1ntorut1ng book ‘6n ‘an - . ‘
appFopriate topic: The Tradition Of Scepticisn in Rurope,
Ll e He exanined the evidence without &0y political Prejudiceg

» and with the Tabbinica) thorouzhnon of Ak exegete, :

a :
] : o/Xature and _Activ,;ty.ot.tbg‘!ggrgn Conmniggion 25 an Extra.
e OFdi J. Governnenta) Organiz, on, " "yy 'th’!h‘"ii'y?'!"’vu uBle - - -
‘Accuratoly exznine the Yorkings 67 the commisgion Which, o4 ¥

bave 8lready Suggested, ®xplained the final fora gq which the .

. Jovldonco'vu Presented, : . .ot
(To be continued) \ ot
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| . Then why was Osvald arrested? REvidently, it is one ot ’
S those great mysteries. It 4s one of the first that made me doubt
. the truth of the Report. Why does the Report indicate that Osvald

was arrested in a movie theater nmot for the assassination of the
President, but rather for killing the policeman, J. D, Tippit. .
Only after his arrest for the above-indicated reason and after -
discovering his rifle in the student 1library, did bhe become the
presumed assassin of the President. Other Questions arise at this
point: Why did Oswald kill Tippit? (If he is the one who killed
hin); Why did he take the risk of being arrested for doing 4t?;

.  And how did Tippit and Osvald happen to meet that day?

a

The Report suggests that Tippit intended to arrest
Osvald suspecting that he was the Prosident's assassin,and that
Osvald killed him to keep from being arrested. From this, wve can
ask ourselves what reasons Tippit had for suspecting Oawald. ..
According to ‘the summary of the Report tbat was printed and .
published before the Report itself, Tippit could have identified
Oswald from a police description. This description was *principally”
taken from data given by a certain Boward L. Brennan who, from 8
position in the street, claimed to have seen the assassin who was
behind a windov on the sixth floor of the student 1idbrary.
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