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TWO MAJOR BOOKS ON THE KENNEDY ASSASSINATION

 Nagging doubts
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4. gerous men.

OSWALD: ASSASSIN OR FALL GUY? |
by Joachim Joesten, Marzani & Mun-

- sell,” New York, 158 pp. (plus 17-

' page documentary section). $3.95.
WHO KILLED KENNEDY? by Thomas
G. Buchanan. Secker & Warburg,
"London' (availuble from Guardian
S8 Buying Service), 192 pp. $4.50,

'WOESTEN AND BUCHANAN are dan-

‘prototypes of what probably will become

“a, virtual literature devoted to the ex-

posiire of Inconsistencies, contradictions
and les emnnating from Dallas and

! 'Washington that have sufficed posthu-
“mmously to convict Lee Oswald as the “lone

‘and unaided” assassin of President John

«Hennedy, They are dangerous because if
Hoswald was not the killer, as both books

(Gpostulate, who was? What might be the
seffect on the US. at thls juncture in
Uhistory if, as the authors suggest, it could
\i’be. proven that a “dark consplracy” and
not a lone, disturbed individual was
responsible for assassinating America’s

18bth President In Dallas, Texas, Nov. 22,

19637

WiAs one who hins been involved in the
UNATIONAL GUARDIAN'S campaign to
uncover the facts about the Oswald-
Kennedy affair and Is [amiliar with most
of the avallable material on the subject,
I found Joesten to be the more pénetrat-
‘ing, diligent and comprehensive report-
\er, less inclined—pearhaps because he has
iassembled more datea—to the tangential
apeculation that permeates Buchanan's
otherwise supurb book.

i Neither author belleves Oswald was the

man who killed Eennedy. Buchanan, how-

ever, speculates that Oswald was im-
plicated In' & vast plot to kill the Presi-
dent and was indeed the killer of officer
Tippit—the Dallas pollceman who was

They have produced ,
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' THE PHOTO TAKEN THE MOMENT KENNEDY WAS SHOT _
If Oswald was in the doorway, he was not the assussin

fllegedly slain by the 24-year-old former
Marine as the latter fled from the as-
sassination scene. Joesten coneludes that

'Oswald was a “fall guy,” innoeent of the
_assassination and, in fact, of Tippit's

E&Emn.

‘BUCHANAN'S Who Killed Ketinedy?,

much of which first appeared In the
French weekly L'Express and other pub-
leations abroad, is either in print or
goheduled for publication in 19, coun-
tries. A U.S. edifion is expected to appear

ifn January.

5 Buchanan ‘devotes a lIengthly portion
of hizs book to an historical analysis of
the asshssinations of three American
Presidents—ILincoln, Garfield and Mec-
Rinley—conecluding, that each killing
was politically motivated: He demon-
strates persuasively that Lincoln was the
victim of an elaborate, reactionary plot;
that Guiteau murdered Garfield because
ha believed, at least in part, that this
Was necessary to project the SBtalwarts
into power (& vaguely rightist branch of

of the | century’

#the ‘Republican Party to which Guite:
{and Vice President Arthur _um_n:waam_m
! usn that Czolgosz, who shot McKinley,
had been inspired entirely by his [anar-
{ chist] philosophical position,”

|« The virtue of the analysis is Lhis:

| each of the murders—as nE.Eum._G. in ﬁmw
| Kennedy case—the assassin was conslder-
~ed to bé deranged and motivated by
varlous personal grievances, none of which
Was profoundly political, Buchanan thus
develops an historieal perspective in
which to Interprat the apparent conclhu-
glon from officlal sources in Washington
that Oswald was & madman whose al-
leged actlion was one of personal ven-
geance and/or a desire for notoriety.

UNFORTUNATELY, it seems
Bughanan has overstated his amomm nwm”
making it appear most unlikeély for a
mentally unbalanced individual even to
consider murdering the President, He
mmzn..p...om that there are a half-million
Inciplent psychotie or botentially regres-
slve cases who remain at liberty” in the
U8, and that, on the bagls of popula-
tlon figures, the statistical chances are
only 1 in 400 that a murder will be com-
mitted by & member of this group,
Noting guite correctly that If Oswald
E__n not been slain “no one would be
falling him insane except, perhaps, his |
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own delense attorney, 1 nan g “MT. .
states: “When an investigating sgency  to conquer in the State
. declares that it can find no motive for  was RRXIOW to find
murderer's insanity, it does not mean DD
that no such motive can be found, It
simply means the investigation Was &

help to bufld the argument that ¢

ent tha

_be explored and then rejected . . . When =y
“new evidence was gathered which ap-
peared to contradict original beliefs. Bub
what distinguishes the Kennedy inves-

i n" from usual criminal cases ‘is
that the reverse has taken plage, The
basic teriet that Oswald was the sole as-
_sassin is the only constant element in
“the whole case—it 1s the evidence which
“keeps continually charging to conform

< a great wariety

with the assassination, but they are ac-
'-BE-”—D% "!w : !—ihe MI’ T ==

to that hypothesis”
/BUCHANAN DEVOTES 22 pages to a sibilitie

devastating refutation of many of the
_offielal theories advanced ‘to. eterm
- Oswald's guilf. Most of these contradic-
“tions (they
have been

“Buchanan’s fascinating thesis that Ken-
nedy’s murder was engineered by “a
+Texas milllonaire named X, a man whose
“height, weight, age and physical ap-
ppearance I ignore . . , He considered Ken-
nedy to be pro-Communist,
Lcerely thought that Kennedy's assassina-
tion would, in some way, serve the in-
Fterests of the U.S."” Mr. X, Buchanan
‘states, was stimulated by a “fear of the
domestic and international consequencas
of the Moscow Pact: The danger of
disarmament which would disrupt the
“industries on which the plotters depend
and of an international detentz which
wonld, In thetr view, have threatened the
sventual nationalization of their oil in-
vestments overseas.” They also feared
that Kennedy would reduce their lucrative
tax allowance on vast ofl holdings.
“Most of all, though, he looked on the
plot as s manner of relieving bis 0

s wiidng rrace
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ppear also in Joesten's book) the aceusing

_ affalr

nunist, and he sin-

story

e overlooked. -
Did you know that "Oswald was not

and never has been formally charged

with the assassination of President Ken-

nay have

nedy?” Or that Dallas Sheriff Dacker

announced over the police radio five
D the

‘Sehool Book Depository? Is it common

knowledge that the crly eye-witness to .
the Tipoit shooting said the murder took .
place at 1:06 p.m., at which time, ac-—
cording to Joesten, Oswald could mot-
have been less than a mile away?
Joesten, who had the advantage of
having read Buchanan's book before pub-
lishing his own, disputeshis fellow skephic
regarding the Oswald-Tipplt sequence:
uSince he did not bave some of the
fnformation I now hava on the Tippit -
put out by the Dallas police about -
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