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Sir,—Professor Trevor-Roper
tried his vwn hand at assassina-
i ‘tion—the character assassina-
tion of the Warren Commission.
“Such harsh words are justified

& central facts” of his ‘case are
ally” bricks of straw. There
re weaknesses in the Commis-
ion Beport, but Trevor-Roper's
accusations hbased on sup-
pression and destruction” of
vital evidence do not stand up
to more judicious scrutiny.
hose formerly connected with
he Warren Commission have

ttack . because they do not
i-consider it a scholarly analysis
<:worthy of an official reply.

"+ His claim that the bag in
~which Oswald carried the rifle
ras destroyed and replaced by

th last Sunday by John
parrow. It is still in existence.
imilarly the claim that *the
ctor was persuaded to adjust
iis medical report” is incor-
ect, as Mr Sparrow shows by
ferring to the Warren Report.
He says that “ it cannot pos-
ibly ®e true” that the Dallas
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swald’s interrogation and such
cords are made *“ in the most

ccording to experts familiar
vith police practices in this
ountry such interviews are
grely recorded except from the
e the suspect makes an
pcriminating admission or con-
ession. Oswald never confessed
anything. As to the F.B.I., their
putine instruction is for the
gent to destroy his original
tes after he has written his
port. One reason for this is a
wpreme Court decision on the
is of which defence counsel
an  claim access to these

ginal notes. These procedures
“‘miay not be the best, but they
are apparently standard practice
lere.

| hecause. what _he _calls the |

refused to comment. on his’

replica was effectively dealt -

olice- kept no record of

U.S. Press
replies

Weeks before [the Report]
came out, we "had put
together a list of all the
questions raised by those
who suspected the original
conclusions. - There were -
100-0dd questions; and when
the report came out we.
went  to loek  for the
answers. . ..
. . I don’t believe that Mr-
Roper has dedicated nearly: -
as much time to reading the
- report as American news-
men.

managing editor, Harrison E.
Salisbury. v
The truth Is this  tragic
event” has been more
thoroughly - investigated
than any. assassination in
history, not only by the
" commission,  but - by the
Press as well.

—Associated . Press : general
manager, Wes Gallagher.

Quoted in  “ Newsweel’s”
‘ review of -Professor Trevor-

. ramp only later because he

"'whom he was well in with;

- -hesitated . to “give. the .sa
*mformatlon because ‘they

—New. York Times assistant 1

Roper's article.

rivial cases automatically.”"

he Th& ::easen fgr saymg that the_g,_ s

Brennan report was ‘‘most
probably ” the basis for the
police description of Oswald
radioed was an unnecessary cau-

-tion by the drafters.. Those

familiar - with drafting the
Report say that his report was,
in fact, the only basis. Trevor-
Roper is wrong in saying that
“ any police description leading
to an attempted arrest must
have been based on some
definite evidence.” - Tippit.. wa
not trying to make an arrest;

was making a routine m‘mm?embarrassmg to - the poli‘

that could be made with any,
citizen. In Oswald’s case

would have led to arrest because

he carried a gun.
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! 'ybu I would do-it.” :
234! Professor Trevor-Roper make#
,;correct ma—mw

""ﬂ!en' compllclty in murder,'

~ the actual shooting more diffi

" policemen did not rep
~admission from where he
rentered the pohce bm!dm

“not want te:implicate the pol

: the three’ policemen may ha

anythmg vital. :

It-is, of coutse, “true tha
one ‘actually saw Oswald ¢
“ing . the gun into . the b
depository: or . witnessed -
shooting. But the carefully cq
‘piled evidence beginning w
the purchase of the gun to

evidence accumulated after
shootmg Ieaves» Oswald’ as
only ~“possible - assassin,

doubts -have ansen from

évidence that— impbsmble
unearth :

llenry Brandon
Washxngton :

Sir, -—Did th potice know
advance of a threat .to
President’s

able that a general call shoyl
be put out within minutes giy
ing ' a  'description, however
vague. Moreover, .on

hypothesis, the dxsappearance;}&[’
a transcript of Oswald’s crg
examination is understandable
g practically - the :only - remag
‘vtuch could make. that recor

- would be. the words: I

mg_,&ptake of :assuming that
G - the Dallas police might -
-aeeded to suppress evi-
,»that" that evidence is o

need not be so.

“In addition to the do b
raised by  Professor Trevor
Roper, one mlgh(; ask’ whethl
Oswald, wanting to. ensure thaféﬂ
he kllled the President, and he;
doubt wishing to escape affer
wards, would: have chosen™a
room so high up in-the build-:
ing, which was bound to mak

cult, and to comphcate his
escape.
" IM Gilchrist
. Fleetwood, Lancs ;

No powder burns
S!r — Oswald "—accordmg to-

i
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rns on. hi cheek and his a1l
id_fingerprints were “found:"6f
tHe gun.” In fact, as the ‘Warren

Oswald’s cheek: and neither his~
nor his ﬁngerprmts wet
d on the rifle. - -~
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