The Warren Commission
Didn't Know m<owﬁ?:m

’

. By NICHOLAS M, HORROCK

WASHINGTON—In the White House of Richard
M. Nixon, it was said that Watergate would Jecome
serious .only if it “got outside the émmzswﬁos Belt-
way," if'the depths of the disgraca were understood
by the American people, In 1974, the truth of Water-
gate flooded the country, and the Nixon Presidency
ended,

It can be sald that the myriad doubts about the
Warren Commission’s findings in the death of Presl-
dent Kemnedy represent a reverse situation. The
doubts would never be taken serlously until they
were inside the Beltway, in the halis of Congress,
the courts and the White House.

They are in. It is a tiny beachhead, but the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligence has empowered
two of its members—Richard S. ma:ﬁm_woa Repub-
lican of Pennsylvania, and Gary Hart, Democrat of
Colorado — to be an “Informal” subcommitted to
study whether the Warren Commission’s conclusions
should be re-examined, Mr;*Schwelkey led §m drive
for such a review.

The Intelligence Agencies

For despite the encyclopedic nature of the com-

mission's inquiry and report, its findings did not

include some important matters because these mat-
ters were withheld by the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation and the Central Intelligence Agency.

¢#1In fact, the F.B.I. has opened an lnternal- inquiry

' into why en agent destroyed & Emno of evidence

%& might have béen vital ao the commission,

No one is now suggesting that these new inquirles
will change the commission’s conclusion that Lee
Harvey Oswald, alone, killed President Kennedy and
a Dallag police officer, but the American people may
learn more about the roles of the bureau and the
intelligence agency and whether Mr. Oswald 3323
help or urging from any source,

In the 11 years since the Warren Commisston
report, the doubters have engendered at least two
dozen nonfiction books, four novels, three feature

films, several naltional conferences and a mass of

articles,

Yet, none of Er had resulted in any action from
the official organs of the Government. Why now?
There are mm<m3u reasons, .oBa factual, some at-
mospheric.

Early this year, three major 5<8gmmgonn of

' United States intelligence agencies—two by Congress

and one by a blueribbon panel headed by Viee
President Rockefeller—were begun after allegations
of an illegal domestic surveillance program. The

C.I.A. disclosed to the varlous investigators, emong surprising.

other things, that it had been involved 5 plots to

assassinate foreign leaders,
One target of such a pilot was Premier Fidel

Castro of Cuba, Senator Frank Church of Idaho, .
. chajrman of the select committee, reported last wesk

that -evidence had been received of actual attempts
ot Mr. Castro's life by the intelligence agency during
the Eisenhower, Kennedy and Johnson Administra-
tions. Agency testimony ‘in closed session of the

committee confirmed that the moves Pa&ﬁ» Me.

Castro had not been _.muoa& to ﬁ._m €5§ Com-
mission.

The omission ig stark,

“Mr. Oswald had been involved in uno-Omec Cuban
activities, Had the commission known that its own
Government was plotting against Mr. Castro, might
it not have given far greater attention to %m ques-
tion of whether Mr. Oswald was part of the retali.
ation plot?

Other new gaps emerged. Last month, Clarence
M. Kelley, the F.B.I. director, acknowledged that a
letter from Mr. Oswald, delivered to the bureau 10
days before Mr. Kennedy was shot, in which he
threatened to. blow up the Dallas Polics Headquar-
ters, had been withheld from the Warren Commission
and then destroyed. The destruction was reported to
have been ordered by J. Edgar Hoover, :

The Oswald Recordings

In another instance, sources reported, the C.LA,
obtained recordings of Mr. Oswaild talking to officials
of the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City in September,
1973, Since he had once defacted to the Soviet Union
and was married to a Soviet citizen, this contact
seemed to be of more than passing interest. The
C.LA. told the F.B.I. about the contact more than
a month before the assassination, yet there 18 no
indication that the bureau followed up on it before
the assassination.

In the post-Vietnam, post-Watergate atmosphere,
whers distrust of the Government is widespread,
distrust of the Warren Commission’s findings Are not-

But-if & new look at the commission's asn_umm
would not ha conclusive, why should it be attempted?
This is e compelling question in Washington. One
answer s that the age of trust in government ended
in the months after John Kennedy's death. That
might be & good point at which to begin restoring

: e.oezzaw.

Nicholas M. Horrock iz a reporter in the ﬁnmiam.
ton buredu of The New York Times.




THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, OCTOBER 12, 1975

But S\H.Sw&m Information Is Unlikely to Omm:mo the Conclusion
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