1% December 1971

Kr Rodger Hayne
75 Schoel Street
Cambridge, Hass. 02139

Dear Kr. ilayne,

You will forgive me but I did not realize that when you asked my opimion
ef Salundris's speech you wanted to receive an echo of your own view. I note
that in your letter of the 16th, while you reject my evalustion of the speech,
you do net eddress yourself to the specific peints on which I took issue with

I have the impression that you ave a relative newcomer to ths literature
on the JFK assassination. If you wore scquainted witk my published werk on
the case, I rather doubt that you would cousider it necessary to give me a
lecture on the monuwental deception comuitied by the Government nor on its
abominable ismorzl war policy. I have net been reticent on that subject
in print and in brosdcasts and other pudlic discussieoms over the last seven
Fe&rs Or mere. : '

But I do insist thal those of us whe have been in the forefront in
denouncing officisl fravd, manipulation, and injustice have a solemn
respoasibility to be sbsclutely scrupulous in the presentatien ef fact
and evidenoce, to present our case in a respensmible anéd judiciouns manrmer,
.and steadfastly te disavow resort to the very indigmitiss to truth and
legic which have impelled us o chsllenge the Ceverumsnt's false and
cynical performence,

Now that I have the full text ef Salendris’s speech, for which I thank
you, I find in it the intevesting sub-hypothesis that the Soviet and American
intelligence sexrvices cooperated in the assssaination of President Kennedy
--a new and imaginative element, I must admit, in an otherwise generally
familiar Salandria reconstructien of the events of 11/22/63. He asks
if his suggestion is irrational. I can only reply that I am prepared
to consider any hypothesis, including this one, provided that it s
accompanied by substantial arguments and evidence and net merely flimasy
and fanciful assumptions. :

The full text is illuminating else for what it omits. Specifically,
Salandria's very close assceiatier with the se-called Garrisen ™investigation”,
the main schievement of which was te cast disreputs on all criticiem of the
Warren Report and to reverse what was, in the secend half of 1966, = growing
tide of opinien that the ¥Warren Report was suspect if not whelly discfedited
and thet the whole case should be recpened. ¥ere I to adopt Salendris's
own criteria, I might well point %o his repeated sfforts to discredit as
clandestine Government agents persons such as Ellsberg, J. D. Thompson,
Willisw Turner and others too pumerous to mentien, all of whom were angaged



in efforta to expese Government lies and duplicity. I might point to the
fact that when Judge Charles Halleck, Jr., had ruled that the Government
should produce the JFK autopsy photegraphe and X-rsys for exsmination by
Dr. Cyril H. Wecht, a forensic pethelogist of high standing who has
ceurageously stood with the oritics and consistently campsigned against
the efficial fictions surrcunding Oswald, Sirhen end Jsmes Barl Bay, it
wag Vince Salandris acting as the grey eminence to Garrison who caused
his to telegraph the Ceurt that he no lenger wanted to have those
photographs and X-rays released. I aight point to Salandrias's

conatant attempts to exonerate the Secret Sevvice and the FBI, and to
8till other positions and sctions on his part, as sinister in the extreme.

But 1 do net accept Selandria’s criteria and I am thersfore
convinced that he hes ue clandestine links with Covernment agencies
and no diabolical purpeses. Rather, 1 believe that he has displayed
extremsly poor judgment and has often reached conclusions ef ths most
dubious nature on the btasis of slender evidence and gquestiionable
reasoning.

I can understand the mesmerizing offect of Salandria's rhetoric
but I do not feel obliged to be weamerized by it myself since rather a
long history of his mistaken facts and mistaken judgmsnts is at uy
disposal. That is not to say that his thesis may not have considarable
compatibility with reality. I suggested im ay book, in 1957, that the
CIA in complicity with certain ether dissident groups wight have
snginesred the mseaseination, and I oentinue to regard that hypothesis
as seriecus. '

1 agree with you that to e silent sbout the outrages perpetrated
by the Govermnment is to invite bondage. I have neither been silent
nor have I tried te impose silemoce on any of ny fellow-critics of the
¥arren Report, however amch I disagreed with them on particular poimts.
Strangely eneugh, the only one who has ever trisé to silence e was
Vinoce Salandrie. '

Yours sincerely,

Sylvia Meagher
302 Weat 12 Btrueet
New Yerk 10014



