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19 October 1969 
The Kditor ae re a 

The New York Times Hagasine ae 
‘Times Square 
New York oat 10036 | 

Dear oir, . 

What a pity that former Chief Justice Earl Warren was not questioned more 
searchingly by Anthony Lewis when he tade the astonishing remark that "there has 
been no confrontation of the facts at all to discredit anything that is in" the 
WARREN RePORT. - Here is an example, never before published, ‘of the ruGerous 
falsehoods and nisrepresentations in the REPORT. 

It asserts on page 198; “Shortly after L: 50 1 A.M. Oswale was brought to 
the identification bureau on the fourth floor and arraigned before Justice of 

the Peace Johnston, this time for the murder of President Kennedy." But here 

is what is said in Warren Commission Document No. Be page 400, available in the , 
National Archives at Was nington, D. Cas 

"The following information vas obtained by (FBI) 3a (Special Agent) 
Janes P, Hosty, Jy., from the. office of Captain Will Fritz, Dallas’ 
Police Department, on November 25, 1963.4 48 : 

"Ho: arraignment on the murder charges in connection with the death of 
a President Kennedy was neld inasmuch as such arraignment was not 
necessary in view of the previous charges filed against Oswald and 

for which he was arraigned. " 

Which of these irreconcilable: statements is trus, and which is a deliberate . 

. falsification? Consider these facts from the Warren Commission's 26-volume 
‘H@ARINGS. AND EXHIBITS: (1) There was no check-out slip to show that Oswald was 
-renoved from his cell at the time of the alleged arraignment, but the records do 
show Osweld's removal and yeturn on other oceasiors (HEARINGS, Volume IV pages 
221, 247). (2) There was no stenographic record of the arraignment, which is 

a formal legal proceeding (IV page 156). (3) Detective J. Bs Hieks of the. 
Dulias Police laboratory was at work in the identification bureau until shortly 
after 2 a.m. but witnessed no arraignment of Oswald, testifying, "I believe I 

would have known about it had he been arraigned before I left because there is | 
only one door in our office to go cut and had any other group been there, I 

"would have noticed it, I believe.” (VII page 289). 

I conclude from this evidence that the assertion in the WARREN REPORT 
is a blatant, cynical fabrication, Although Anthony Lewis has made his 
predilections clear ("And you didn't get much in the way of applause for doing 
he job, did you?"), I will hope that his integrity as a raporter Will lead him 

now, Sf belatedly, to challenge Karl Warren's self~serving denial that. "anything" 
in the #AHKEN REPORT has been discredited. I will even hope that the New York 
‘Times finally will place a higher premium on the determination of historical 
fact. ‘than on serving. as. “the public: relations pureau for the fraudulent WARREN REPORT. 

Yours sincerely, 

aren yivia Meagher 
. a 302 West 12 Street, NYC , 10014 
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