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HE ASSASSINATION of President Kennedy last

November 22 in Dallas was followed by a
macabre farce whose bewildering and revolting epi-
sodes hardly need to be retold. But no theory is valid
if it does not take apart and analyze minutely the
various elements of these episodes as they have been
related, imagined, evaded, deformed or plainly falsified
by the investigators. This is certainly not what Thomas
Buchanan has done in his widely publicized L'Express
articles, which subsequently were published in expanded
form by Editions Julliard as Les Assassins de Kennedy
(and will be brought out by Putnam’s in January,
under the title, Who Killed Kennedy?). On the con-
trary, in relating, imagining, evading, deforming or
openly falsifying the facts of the case, Buchanan has
accomplished the remarkable feat of constructing an
even more incredible farce than the one performed
in Dallas. Indeed, what L’Express pompously called
Le Rapport Buchanan constitutes, in my opinion,
exactly the kind of “document” Dallas needs to prove
the lack of seriousness of those who attack its Police
Department and District Attorney.

In presenting “The True Report on the Assassina-
tion” Mme. Frangoise Giroud, co-editor of the French
weekly, tells us that Thomas Buchanan is “a very
quiet American, 44 years old, a sensitive novelist but
also an artillery captain during the War, and a
mathematician, now directing in Paris the programming
of electronic computers in a large establishment.”
Then, before quoting an anonymous American pub-
lisher who supposedly told Buchanan nobody could
possibly contradict his “brilliant demonstration,” Mme.
Giroud goes on to declare: “Thomas Buchanan, scien-
tific by training and by inclination, has gathered the
facts, and it is strictly from the facts that he has
undertaken a concise presentation whose logical devel-
opment is impressive.”

The impressive logical development which the mathe-
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Buchanan,

Detective
# By Leo Sauvage

matician of L’Express applies to the assassination of
John F. Kennedy starts with a first gunman called
“Assassin Number 2,” located on the railroad overpass
ahead of the Presidential car. This “assassin” could
have been Jack Ruby (a theory borrowed from the
American journalist Richard Dudman without crediting
the source), or someone Ruby could see from the
windows of the Dallas Morning News (Buchanan’s
own contribution, since journalists who commented on
the view from the windows had seen only the Texas
School Book Depository).

Buchanan states next that a second gunman, called
“Assassin Number 1,” was on the sixth floor of the
Depository, but he was not Lee Harvey Oswald. In
fact, Oswald is only “Accomplice Number 1.” His
role? According to Buchanan, who under the circum-
stances does not hesitate to replace his electronic brain
with a crystal ball, “Oswald had let Assassin Number 1
into the Depository the night before the murder; he
had led him to the room on the sixth floor, brought .
him the rifle, provided him with food and stood guard
to make sure no one else came into the room.”

There follows a list of other accomplices, all mem- }
bers of the Dallas Police Department. “If we call i
Oswald Accomplice Number 1,” Buchanan observes :
knowingly, “we have no trouble finding Accomplice *
Number 2; he is the policeman who gave the order i
to let Oswald leave the building.” “Number 3” is ¢
“the policeman who issued the order to pick up Oswald i
before his 90 co-workers had been assembled and i
counted.” Buchanan, deducing that “this officer already §
knew Oswald’s role in the conspiracy,” emphasizes ¥
that the officer’s “role was more important than that
of the other accomplices.” “Number 4” is a plain-y
clothes officer in an automobile, whose mission was4
to “follow Oswald to arrest him at the proper moment.”#
“Accomplice Number 5” is the famous J. D. Tippit,y
whose murder was attributed by the authorities tOﬁ”}
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tory work. This particular elec-

trician had been working 18 months

for Air Maroc without salary, part-
ly because the local director, an

Algerian, had absconded with the

airport’s funds during the Moroc-

can-Algerian “war.”

In recent months, King Hassan
has made a number of policy decla-~
rations concerning his programs to
provide schools and jobs for the
undereducated and underemployed.

" Throughout the south, especially in
 hill-towns like Ouarzazate, beyond

Marrakech, a traveler might well be

“shocked by the poverty and en-
forced idleness to be seen wherever
traditional handicrafts have sur-
vived, under the impact of mass-
produced imports, only as a kind
of luxury tourist trade. In such
- formerly prosperous market towns,
the population is increasing while
~the number of jobs available in
bazaar work decreases, since no
new industries have replaced the
outmoded. Thousands of lean,
hungry-looking young men can be
seen wasting the best years of their
‘lives in sheer idleness; most of

them lack even the schooling neces-

sary to spend part of their day
. reading.

But even those who somehow
manage to obtain schooling or hap-
pen to be gifted with energy and
initiative are scarcely offered any
serious encouragement. In Casa-
blanca, Morocco’s major industrial
center, skilled workers are at a
premium. In most cases they pre-
fer to emigrate to France, Belgium,
or Germany unless they can find
local employment with foreign firms
where they feel more certain of re-
ceiving promised wages and, in due
time, obtaining raises and advance-
ent. In the Arab world a worker,
owever skilled, is rarely respected
by the employers and bureaucrats
on whom he depends and who still
tend to let their fingernails grow to
grotesque length as clear evidence
that they are not manual workers.
As long as manual skills enjoy no
prestige or social status all programs
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to educate the masses in modern
skills are doomed to partial failure,
since those who acquire these skills
will often prefer working abroad.

HE IMPORTANCE of this con-
Tstant drain on Morocco’s
meager resources of skilled labor
was well brought out in a recent
series of articles in Le Monde on
“Europe’s Stokers”—the masses of
workers imported from Mediter-
ranean countries that have flocked
in recent years to the industrial
centers of Switzerland, the Com-
mon Market countries, and, to
some extent, Scandinavia. Switzer-
land now employs, for instance,
three-quarters of a million foreign
workers, mainly from Italy or Spain;
Western Germany employs one mil-
lion, including 250,000 Italians,
over 130,000 Greeks, almost 130,-
000 Spaniards, and about 60,000
Turks; France alone now employs
one and a half million foreign work-
ers, mainly from Italy, Spain, Portu-
gal, and former French overseas
territories.

All of these statistics, however,
are in many ways incomplete or
misleading. The French statistics in-
clude, for instance, some 500,000
North African Arab workers, with-
out specifying their nationality.
They do not include over a million
and a half European or Jewish “re-
patriates” from North Africa who
have also been at least partially ab-
sorbed in the French labor force.

However misleading, these sta-
tistics do reveal that Algeria has
lost to France in recent years close
to one and a half million of its more
literate or skilled citizens, whether
“black-foot” Europeans, Jews, or
Moslems. Among the latter, the
more easily adaptable Kabyles, who
are Berbers and not Arabs, repre-
sent an important group, the more
skilled elite of the Algerian labor
force.

The drain on Morocco has not
yet reached such dramatic propor-
tions, but is already gaining momen-
tum. Industrial expansion in Italy

and Spain has produced labor short-
ages, for the first time in modern
history, in nations that had long
experienced underemployment. Italy
is already attempting to draw its
skilled workers back from Switzer-
land, West Germany, and France;
it is no longer supplying enough un-
skilled workers to these countries
which must rely more and more on
Grecece, . Turkey, and the North
African "Arab nations. Spain, how-
ever, has beguirto draw on its own
reserves of “poor-whitg” Spanish
labor in northern MorocCony ‘
the old Spanish sections of St
cities as Tangier, Tetuan, and Lar
rache are rapidly shrinking. B

This drain on Morocco can now
be estimated at over a quarter of
a million emigrants, all told.
Under the new agreements where-
by Morocco supplies labor to Bel-
gium, West Germany, and France,
we may expect to see within the
next two years another 200,000
Moroccan workers emigrate to
Western Europe. The Moroccan
government piously hopes that many
of them will thus be trained in
useful skills and later return to man
its new industries. Experience re-
veals, however, that emigrants who
acquire skills generally remain
where they acquire them, if only
because their training was part of
the process of individual assimila-
tion in a new culture, often in-
volving marriage. Only drifters or
those unable to acquire new skills
can be expected to return.

In its present crisis, Morocco is
doomed to lose, first and foremost,
its underpaid and pitifully meager
capital of skilled or semiskilled
workers, including a majority of
those who can already speak some
French or Spanish—languages in
which an emigrant can acquire
skills more easily than in his na-
tive tongue. As for Western Eu-
rope’s problems in assimilating a
labor force of close to one million
North African Arabs—this is an-
other kettle of fish, which we hope
to discuss here shortly.




Oswald. At the “agréeed 2bignitio( with Accomplite ‘ /: “#9hnediately” gave the ordef*Wsurround the building.
Number 4), Tippit wasisupposed to arrest Oswald, porbus mind (which does
induce him to pull out: hisfbistélqilie police, Buchanan #t will from these same
reveals to us at this poiht, et ‘@swald go to his roo needs in his scenario)
first only to give himith¥ chaagi as not scientific, any
then kill him in “sélﬁdéfeﬁ%}nstead Tippit, 4n and Jesse Curry him-
“inveterate bungler,” allowEd hi&;elf to be outmandu §0b on Elm Street. Thus
vered and slain by Oswaldiiigfisni I hgilan’s mathematics, into
basbl S19W {1 these: “Almost immedi-

HAT was AssassinzMiythbér: 1 (that is, Kilker olice blocked all the
WNumber 2, the manm sixth floor) doifg was no panic among
in the meantime, and wioly . dﬁ%}’rhe mathematici mediately directed to
truly proves here whatiawtkindri '
can do when a Parisiam
to deploy his gifts as & den
ber 22, 1963, Assassin ‘
uniform,” he declaresdranf@tioa ~
with enormous subtletytud¥iMésnhe has been kil
since, I believe he still-weddgdt.’h At first glance, t ,
signifies the chances rarers hthe man was Tipplf the faith of Thomas
But the chances moimtr I : ‘
Buchanan affirms nexﬁ dssin Number 1 J¢ ) i o ch as the one defining
the area of the crimetSin ddicar, without dou A ¥ policeman who gave
and adds “we will speak ‘¢ police car occup e building.” We even
by one man, contrary -t :r':ules” (the case
Tippit). Buchanan i gt amaintain a little
pense here, and it cetaddgikemains possible tha
Tippit had been orderedsumigqto pick up Assasitn
Number 1 at Elm Streetgmdotake him elsewhere. But
the reader, if he is ‘buffickemtlgrdazzied by Thomths
Buchanan’s logic, will - that Assassin Numbed :
and Accomplice Numbe
All this, one sees, vk
the reasons for whichith
of officer Tippit as un
as Assassin Number 1
(and future Accomplic
ing Assassin Number
scene, he had acquitted.
that one does not scdlf
first instance Tippit nd
Depository the night ; Rinue to serve as a
the second instance, th@ ith the same cef
out of the Depository. quality of trianglé?,&
2—who, one perhaps khot, the police blogRed™
Oswald leave”—have b iIn brief, the captain BFLLh
Assassin Number 1, wim \ !
form?”
Let us return now to
led this astonishing m
all, said L’Express, ‘1
facts—with an extreme}
plices 2, 3, 4 and thef
- At the start, there
was able to leave the Dé
- even though Police CH

ves him the chant } ISWBEte in the writings of
Jvelist. “On Novel B ¥ made these categorical
i1 wore a poli 6t foot in Dallas—the
information on which
t is admitted that these

the reasoning: “This order.d
magrant violation of th

ere supposed to o',
Iso constituted an adt ¢
brder of the Chief of Fdl

d not only constitute a
Rtlitions which the police
such circumstances; it

#mind,” advancing into
“uspicion, loses some of

bungler.” For ei
umbered accomp

e guilty officer”? Now
he does not answer
Curry in the realm

U 'his word—even when
—cannot easily con-

ved in discussing the
iediately after the last
fwlexits of the building.”
ctive Artillery has so
Yreaders see the most
f all opening at their
s an Athenian. . . .
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s#nevertheless had ‘“no
Accomplice Number 2,”

(5 verify at the siiftéf%ime the nature of his docu-
lentation. Leanid ite his own evidence, on the

8y Svithout being stopplds
8% Curry said he “im-"
freal
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left the Depository é.ugfsbgomebody gave the order )
to let him leave, hﬁog s by quoting for suppgrt
a story which appegy “all papers” saying that
Oswald had been stogaeﬁ[hy the police at the moment
he was leaving the W It is difficult to belieye
but Buchanan clearjw%g}maware at the time heé
wrote (March 5, 1964) i this “information,” issug
November 22 by th ,of the Dallas homicigde
bureau, Captain WﬂlﬁFnt% Was long since recognizgd
as a part of the abund 1ggvest of false reports prp-
duced by the investigaha ‘

Now we see in t :
in the same column. gf
announced the definj

g;ﬂtand up the conclusiapids byident: Someone gave the
5; Jbprder to arrest: Qswaddywhen there was nothing as
1 'get to implicate ,hxmim;tpqmttack

mc 1 would appreciaty the slaquence (true somewhat
feverish) of this: diataibe Hdthe author were intending
adimply to treat ifonigaliy§shatincoherent sputtering of
he Dallas authorititd. tBReltishocking thing is that
Buchanan is not attemp uigmm]y but building a theory.
In Dallas we were fndeed asked to believe many
thgs and not only“thlﬁstm’y of the “roll call.” But

o

igifter all, we dldiw r e gxg;them and some of us

ress in which he has i
‘» Accomplice Number ’

, it turns out that con-
rary to his explicjt this tirade absolutely
that Buchanan descrj oes not reflect the' gk > Even less per-
as “a mistake which » Alistent than the falsefrg 9 :ahcordmg to which Oswald
of judgment, but an; R insubordination maklilg gad been stopped,ibyi e ice when leaving . the
its author suspect of; i SRRRPYSIty in the crime.” Butgif ﬁJDeposnory, this onezs uting the discovery of Os-
Accomplice Number 2 ted an error of judgment, spevigw of all the personnel
even a very serious ongghesdid not commit an act ® er the crime—in other
voluntary insubordinatig 4 ths before Buchanan’s
1 'nd how can Buchan@ _ ion. My Mdeionsthat can be considered
announce that he hagg * this accomphce whg'

For Accomphce Num ML’Express offers us two ~
columns of “concise, sgaspRing’ concerning the fact
that the police had nog; bagd time to call in the 91
employes in the building g B
they started the searcl, ‘
certain,” Buchanan ¢ong i ' uABI& dnd I thus have no need -
issued the order to brjg 3 f Buchanan’s Accomyp
colleagues had been , gsg; i Only a person com
knew the role of Oswg :

could only know thf ¥
the plot.” A01

Between the actual,
distance is covered hy;
logic so impressive thaty
as it appears: sand ; ;

“We are asked tocbeli St he had in his pocket }
could have been assemgblad. : i i i istighuieg ch mark of a particular §
boss, who was on thepsix i ilding ' nce, furthermore,. wherel‘,

m&rsmn elsewhere msjcbugmgq against his windmill,
d)ut without stopping!and sithout telling us why he

[ Accomplice Number %
an, a plainclothes officer §
ald; and his existence, %

} conspiracy; and
If was implicated

3

(undoubtedly from mgmo;;y, ig Moy egtirrect the errors and in- 88

j Ty ApyiWade at his press con-|
mber 24. But it does not §
stating that “the wit- ¥
When the journalists tried 3

of the lunch hour Qs t@k‘;
that none had gone ,t‘ e

g 2 L.any wounded.
. Oswald; and t
1 Such is
ves this will

HERE IS too litth
| all the pearls tha

all 90 employes were there
were brought together in
official version. If the ready

take up one by one
¢ the improbable jumble
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sider one argument \Xzﬁp is his true crowning tQ\lch
The argument unﬁg prove—still “strictly frqgr
the facts”—that Le wald acted under the protegtign

or for the beneﬁ’%i , .}iBI. A
The “facts” tha LI an offers here are sumglfp
up by this sentencesm ﬁgm a building belongxrxgop

the city government and administered by it, a mupya
pal employe shoo
States. 7 In, 0[
portance of what hﬁ[& ﬂhgldmg up on the needl
comes back to it se(_yee,ﬁ‘rght time§ in the same art
“municipal empIo e municipal book deposrtgiy
. municipal a ﬁ'tio . functionary of ghe
Dallas city governy In short Oswald, knomn

ﬁ :}Pc President of the prted‘ »
axt( no one shall miss the g i

could not have obtained:f‘a (job as‘a’ civil' servant in
the municipality of Dallas¥ifwithout the !“intervention
of a governmental organisgiqwhich had-taken him under
its protection.” For those wihevmiay not yef have under-
stood, the mathematicianssdfird’Express’| ‘goes on to
draw the picture: “Fromsdilvevidencs,:d:man as con-
spicuous as Oswald could notshave:worked a month
for the city unless a tairlyshigh«pladed authority came
to the employer, showed hisihadge androfficial identifi-

o cation, and said to him: ‘Thig, Oswald? youn- have hired
“is all right. Don’t believeldhasstoriesithey tell about

him. We cannot give you_enyitexplanation, but we
would like him to work hﬂiz.fs ¢ ¥ (’Ighls time the
italics are mine.)

'+ It seems like a dream, mddatﬂe:éns tlittle place in
this dream for the good faithyef Thomas Buchanan.
He recognizes, indeed, thatoitgwas:¥ithe easiest thing
in the world” for Oswald twiiget: hisvjpb. In view
of the “temporary and ssbgrdinate? spature of this
work, he condescends even to fHdniitithdt:at the time
of his employment “an mmnnvc. inyestigation could
have seemed unnecessary. ﬂgButahe *netertheless pro-
claims that Oswald “obtamedmdjob':hma wivil servant
of the mun1c1pahty of Dallas"roﬁtﬂcmﬁ.h;vmg under-
gone the “investigation requirell by <fexas law for the
control of subversion.” Row; Froady,omhoeiis co-owner
-with his wife and Jack QGassnzof stheiFexas School
¢+ +»Book Depository (three-forjrthd of whitlt, by the way,
qs composed of local offices ofsyasious pdblishing houses,
tall of them equally private ¥;gwill be surprised to learn
that this “order filler” hirad-ae 330:'@0Week to haul
books until the Christmas holidays iwastaigivil servant
.whose employment broke theilams ofiEexas!

When at last we discovérwti@t Buclidnan, after his
fourth installment on Dallaspadecidedsitsmight be use-
3ful to go to the scene—butidid hotifind:it necessary
to verify the basis of his moamsatmnnli ‘conclusion—
the margin we can allow forddsigoost faith approaches
zero. It would have taken hlm two mmutes to leam

for his subversw ‘ s, obtained a city ]ol}up
Dallas, “a cluea@r &lld not strike a Europm‘

an impossible thing in
s are Buchanan’s.)

orous mind of this ma
entire beautiful const
on totally opposed to i
hich could trick a Fren

(who knows theiplgcs &

in his country),(ghg‘
Texas” 1s a strrgﬂy‘

private enterprise occu
pot de livres scolaires @
commercial affair, not cg

where, he brags, the Depastment ofiiJustice and the
Warren Commission receiweds him swithl the greatest

prites that Lee Oswald
dministration” October §
fhing absolutely false. W
he was hired, Oswald
he government of Dalla}

respect), he proclaims once -morg. with an;unexplained

?varlatron definitely ellmlnatxnguarw passibility of good
aith:

“No one would ha\@fgvﬂen -atlexto obtain a
ngukeep Him:there without
X mo&, moreover,
'ﬂigilg.«zp make use

I have read nothmg since ghon 'fhomstho gen of Mme.

‘ ‘Frangorse Giroud mdlcatuigr;‘ﬁlat uhe.qasked her
mathematician why, on Mazgh ﬁg z{trrlgjjhe “Dallas




officials” whe, wishedito :“make use of Oswald.” On
March 12, these sameiofficials had kept Oswald in his
job only becausé:a “high-placed authority” armed with
a badge and official identification (read FBI) expressed

this wish. True;cthe indthematician of L’Express had '

not explained; either howithe proud Texans, jealous of

their rightsjwere. ableito hgree to violate their own
laws to pléase h-Federalihgent; nor why, having done

so, they saidunothingt-dnd:'thereby offered themselves
as scapegoats, fotzthe Washington plotters—when they
discovered atthe momentlof the assassination the reason’

the ‘hlgh—plgced.nuthol[[y wished so much to have ~

Oswald keép his job at the: Depository.

N A WAY;ithe luctibrations of Thomas Buchanan
are so shamele§s theyhave a sort of surrealist fascina- -

tion. I know of tiothing icomparable, even in the abund-
ant anthology «of District Attorney Wade’s statements,
to the passage in!IfBxpress in which Buchanan, dis-.
cussing the i#missiont of officer Tippit, writes in the

matter-of-fgcm‘tonegvsmtéd to a mathematician of

rigorous mindorf‘The néighborhood had been emptied
of police intorder that xAccomphce Number 5 could
operate in- g)baw!’ For'an instant, while reading thxs
sentence, 1 wondered if.the “Buchanan Report,” in the’
final analysxsg‘ﬂmounted to:one of those gigantic hoaxes
by which efénsserious joutnals sometimes allow them-
selves to be taken' in: Frejected this idea after reading
four times brirthg sameipage of L’Express that someone

came Ironir~re, . “Trving or went to “chez Irving”
or returned#os'chez Irvi, g, »

Irving, aboutwl0umhiles from Dallas, had 45,98

residents aceoddihg 4osthe' 1960 census, that is to say

well beforestManina 1Oswald went to live there—an
Lee Oswaldnwent:to-piisshis weekends—in the house

of Ruth PaikefiLa Fortaine’s monkey thought Piraeug.

was a mamifmwmhs Buchanan takes Irving for a give
name, and thigt |
purpose. bR

Finally, who te thélasdassins of Kennedy, accordin
to Buchanaﬂ?ﬂLExpress Ainitially offered its readers th
choice betweenotwoivérsions: the one of March 1
implicating thel®sr.;andthat of March 26 aimed a

the “Dallas officialé:”s To> ‘judge from the conclusiof

published intuthd issuetiof April 9, modestly title

“I'accuse,”: Buchanar! ultimately opted for the second

theory. In the iferimiour ‘mathematician had read an
article in Ud22News.amdiiWorld Report, as well as
book by a locilsociolopist/named Carol Estes Thometj

concerning; ﬂlaxfittmctﬁieﬂof power in Dallas.” Thinkg

ing he dlsciﬁ‘ 3 betwem the lines, that which wal
neither in ks ofttif the article, Buchanan ob
tained the revelation of the existence in Dallas of

“council oqaﬂzunsﬂ svbich holds the true levers of"‘
municipal peWer, bit which in addition he imagines -

to be secfétﬁlniystenoﬂs“splderhke, expansionist and

}‘

is nl)tPtﬁe kind of thing one does orf.

1mpenahst dedicated to the i

'éf’ihe celebrated H. L.

. DRBAdwide interests of Te)igéw
-Amid Buchanan’s rambhﬁ
guiding principle of hif

A4
ing is easier than to sh

"ﬁ"departure

the local aristocracy of’

ng’ it ctlonary prmc1ples
ubserv1er1t to the

3 ates.
g’ fl:hﬂicult to grasp
3 “But once again,

anity of his point
B (fﬂBx y P

'The Dallas Citizens’ Councj § &mmated prmcxpally

ks and insurance

mpanies (the city pride§ ditgélf n_ having 22 large

Buchanan claims. The sit

..Clear recently when the ..ping
Council, J. Erik Jonsson, lmmensely rich head of a
 precision instrument firm, succeeded Earle Cabell as

Mayor of the city.

capital of the “lunatic fringe®
. and to develop on the cont‘ra
modern metropolis, a center ¢
" The most influential man in .
iWas a banker named Robert I,
in February at the age of 8

ot of the first session of

nong the active members "

Several of us French jourd

mourning. Founder of the. Lt
en succeeded in getting some
assed in Dallas without maj

actically accuses of havifg 2
of John F. Kennedy fof |

iPAlthough the late Senatop Jiisels
afally considered to have “HeeAd
xthan a model for mathenigici

ks with total capital of*$2:8>bif ion, and it serves
vf”headquarters of more msurancc6
er city in the world, inditid}}
W_B"its publicity agents). H. 1;. %
it oilman, does not beld%| .
Mectors are discreet but “(ﬁ'v’”

mpames than any
ondon, according
rpthe multi-million-
! {ge Council, whose
“nQiway anonymous as
ion became even more
ent. of the Citizens’

gere able to de-
ksgiving Dinner
, to what point

'mage of a great
ess and culture.
s for a long time
rnton, whose death
rought the postpone-
‘trial as a mark of
:Council, Thornton
gregation measures
simply because
ote further that
p that Buchanan
¥d the assassina-
of H. L. Hunt,
s, president of
LMarcus.

Carthy is gen-
magogue rather
Buchanan never

ub

Jubsitates to borrow the metﬁ’éﬁ“ﬁf Rgesting a cause-

' ;egect relationship betweeﬂﬁ G

', a novel titled Alpaca. Ex

i‘liyes in Dallas, one would 1 3k

My disconnected
circumstances.
n the fantastic
l:Hunt in 1960,

i“Was connected to
But if the reader

IR g sy g,




will have had in one fidWS®wo intuitions and three
associations of ideas, tHE}
ideological bases of the/ge!

The insistence placed by the artilleryman-mathe-
matician-novelist on evoking the death of Italian in-
dustrialist Enrico Mattei in connection with the Dallas
crime, and again—let us pot forget—under the title

“Paccuse,” seems to indicate at last that the guidini’

principle is here. Enrico Mattei, he notes at the start,
died in Italy in a plane accident whose “cause ha
never been determined.” Now Enrico Mattei “woul
without a doubt have been Iynched if he had set foo
in Texas.” Is this to say that the two crimes are con-
nected? Of course, replies - Buchanan with all the
eloquence of Joseph yMeCarthy: “Before Kennedy,
there had been Enrico,Mattei.” Let us be specific:
“There is some reason; to believe, in fact, that they
[the assassins of Kennedyk are not at their first crime.”
There is no need, apparently, to tell us what the
“some reason” consists.,,@f,g;lq is easier to continue and
state: “I believe that;;lkomme H who prepared the
plot against Kennedy could provide some clarification
of the causes of this mysterious explosion” (the Mattei
plane accident). What.js. jarring amid so much clarity,
is that the first paragraphjof the article, “J'accuse,”
starts in these words:; i‘Shortly before his assassination,
President Kennedy and;Khrushchev had signed a treaty
putting an end to nuclear;fests.” Must the search for
the “instigators of the sssassination” nevertheless be
limited only to the “Texas oil circles”? Apparently yes,
since the sixth article jipsI/Express was titled “Battle
to the Death BetweenWall;Street and Texas,” which
suggests that the “kings: of finance” (apparently “thirsty

for peace”) were against, sabotaging the détente by
-

[

having John F. Kennedyiassassinated.

ELA I (o)

UCHANAN’S BOOK,whithfollows almost the same
geometrical progression as the articles in L’Ex-
press, at first seems tobgbhiclude in a more general

sense: “I believe the assassifiation of the President was ¢

essentially provoked byiilieifear of the internal and

international consequences! which the Moscow treaty, !

might touch off; disarmamemtiwhich would dismemb
the industries on whichkiithe =onspirators depend;-

international détente which, Jaccording to them, would"

threaten nationalizationotois) their oil investmen
abroad.” No, the sentemtd!wag not more general afte
all; we come back to tHh Ba Hunt. What I fail t
understand, in any casg{ 487 why the dangers of the
“détente”—which bringésthe risk, Buchanan tells us

again, of causing a reduttion’ of $50 billion in the
national defense budgetrab the United States—should .
have set off the homicidal'ifeaction of H. L. Hunt and "

his oil colleagues in Texasypwhile they apparently did
not trouble the huge aerengitical firms of California,

the missile makers and ‘dthen “cannon merchants.” &
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®:Nothing obliges me, happily, to find any significance

atever in Buchanan’s theory. He himself summed
Up as follows the objectives of Fhomme H, chief of
the plot: “Of the three principal enemies of Phomme H':
Mattei, Kennedy and Khrushchev, the first was al-
ready eliminated. L'homme H undoubtedly thought he

uld get rid of the other two at the same time: The
ssassination of Kennedy by the ‘Communist’ Oswald
m__would be a double blow; it would discredit Khrushchev
l‘fﬁd reduce to nothing his efforts toward obtaining a
détente.”

o

t)'a ¢ I am sorry that Buchanan decided this was a good

place to stop. He was so prettily demonstrating collusion
bbetween lhomme H and hemme~M, between H. L.
.Hunt and Mao Tse-tung. . os1etl |

nw In reviewing the mathematicab:deductions of Thomas
sBuchanan, I have kept majdly:<to the articles in
#k’Express, whose sensational preaéntation—or straight-
afaced joking—passed off the ddlirious lucubrations of
Ixhis sensitive artilleryman as the.product of a scientific
cbrain. The best-seller that Edifions Julliard has had
the shrewdness to compile framiuthese articles under
«the title Les Assassins de Kenntedy, tones down some
.9f the most grotesque aspectsistand Thomas Buchanan,
“interestingly, no longer takes dnovibg to be a man.
-But the whole remains faithful 4iof his grand mystifica-
dion and the principal changezidvalves the numbering
-of accomplices. Accomplice Number 5, officer Tippit,
¢has become Accomplice Numbews?, all having been
downgraded two notches, including.Lee Oswald, who

drops from Accomplice Number:1 do' Accomplice Num-
ber 3. But this is only a mutter =t inlerio. rouLganiza-

ttion; instead of having two differsnt rankings, one for
eassassins and the other fongacédinplices, Buchanan
thas unified the system by reclassifying assassins number
» & and 2 as accomplices 1 andvBils¢:
1 Is: For the short history of the Brénch edition, it can
"tbe noted that the Julliard firmowas not afraid of
--ghaking up the -certaintiesisafisdthe “unchallengable
~e@malysis” of Thomas Buchanam bysbringing out almost
. _asimultaneously, under the tiflboles Roses rouges de
- -Dallas, a frankly fictionalizedistory: by Nerin E. Gun.
I Gun, who has no less imagimation than Buchanan,
presents us with such “discoveries” as a secret trip
“2of Oswald to Havana, he alldtes & certain number of
«facts and truths to remain #abopg: with an avalanche
1of material errors). We thuél hkve: Thomas Buchanan
“rontinuing to affirm (Les Assissifs de Kennedy, page
¥126) that “it is undeniable «thé&tsthe police succeeded
3n blocking all the exits of the:Building”; and Nerin E.
Jun writing (Les Roses rowgesodte Dallas, page 152)
lthat “The police never thowghtibof surrounding the
Jbuilding. . . .” 1 sznse

¢! All this would be quite furm$sif one could forget
that the starting point of itnallsis the assassination
®f John F. Kennedy. F'ﬂ/v '




