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May 1} express my appreciation for what 
today must be described as your courage in 

‘printing the three very worthwhile articles on 
the Warren Commission Report by leo Sau- 
vage (NL, November 22, December 20. Jan- 
wary 3). 

' Almost unique among the limited writings 
about the Warren Commnussion, his pieces 
-have been devoid of factual error. a failing 

- that has characterized almost everything else 
F have seen. Like Sauvage. I have written a 
book on the Report, Like his, mine is also 
unpublished (in the United States). 
Hyattstown, Md. Hirorp Wrisaere 

Leo Sauvage has made it devastatingly clear 
in his three articles that the Warren Report is 
neather competent nor trustworthy. It is there- 

’ fare dismaying that two of your readers took 
_issue with him, ene in tone of almost persona! 
Offense, without confronting Sauvage’s ex- 
plicit criticisms. John P. Tompkins (“Dear 
Editor,” NL, December 20) raised the philo- 
sophioal and almost irrelevant objection that’ 
the Warren Report must be accepted because 

. Robert Kennedy-accepts it. He overlooks the 
fact that William Manchester has been re- 
tained by the Kennedys to write “an authori- 
tative history of the assassination,” and that 
Manchester seems to take a dim view of the 
Warren Report, judging from his remarks to 
the New York Times (May 9, 1965, page 43) 
To any case. the concurrence of the hereaved 

"in the official findings (which Robert Kennedy 
’ said he had not ‘read.and did not intend to 
read) can hardly substitute for an independent 
critical examination of the evidence 

J.C. Rich (“Dear Editor,” NL, January 3) 
has confidence in the. members of the Warren 
-Commission and considers Oswald a “hope- 
jess jerk” and a “malicious screwball] * Again, 
such subjective persdnal Idyalties and antip- 
athies cannot substitute for a painstaking 
study of the testimony and ducuments, nor 
can such arbitrary interpretations of character 
and motive refute a single one of Sauvage's 
points. 

Perhaps someday one of these angry unin- 
formed partisans of the Warren Report, or-— 
miracle of miracles--the Commission’s stoic 
and silent lawyers will be good endugh to 
confront specific questions specifically and 
forege the philosophical and psychological 
generalizations in which they tend to indulge. 
Meanwhile, the questions raised by Sauvage 
and other responsible critics of the Warren 
Report remain without an answer. Have the 
authors of the Report taken a vow of silence? 
New York City SYLVIA MEAGHER 

Having turned away from the bam door 
target of the Warren Commission and directed 
his fire against those who also criticize the 
Report but accept its concinsions, Leo Sau- 
vage cannot avoid treating the conclusions 
implicit in his own critique. Though he pro- 
tests that he cannot be expected to reach a 
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standard of truth unattainedsby a government 
commission, it does behoove him to reach a 
level of truth unattained by the critics he 
impHgns. As it stands, the cise that Oswald 
acted alone and even the case that he was one 
of tWo assassins both seem stronger than 
Sauvage’s case that he, was, framed. 

After reading “Thé- Case Against Mr, X” 
(NL, January 3), 1 still find Dwight Mac- 
donald’s qifestion pertinent: Who else could 
have done it? For if Oswald was indeed 
framéd as Sauvage’s article indicates, it fol- 
lows that he was innocent; and, if he was 
indeed innocent, what was he doing with all 
the guns and psychoses, what was he doing 
on thé sixtll floor, and why did he flee des- 
perately across the city? If he was one of two 
assassins, though, as implied in Sauvage’s first 
article (“The Warren Commission’s Case 
Against Oswald,” NL, November 22), why 
was necessary to” frame him? Sauvage’s 
queries cumulatively succeed in casting doubt 
on the Comntission Report; but the whole of 
his argument, diminished by internal incon- 
sistency, is'tuchk Jess than the sum of its 
parts. 

Evan his attack onthe Commission seems 
somewhat excessive. Oswald’s death at the. 
hand of Jack Ruby was tie most compelling 
evidence of a conspiracy. Thus it was reason- 
able fer tha Commission to ¢ancentrate on 
this possibility. And the Commission’s failure 
to connect“Ruby ta Oswald,:Tippit, or any 
other likely conspirators, provides reasonable 
corroberation for the conclusion that Oswald 
acted alone. Sauvage's fragmentary specuta- 
ions are the most intriguing yet produced for 
a conspiracy theory. But they are speculations 
and can be answered by contrary speculations. 
The significance of the clipboard might have 
escaped the Fai, or having discovered so much 
other evidence, the investigators might have 
suspended the search. The cartridges could 
have been thrown away or hidden almost 
anywhere and evaded the apparently bat’s 
eyed investigation. The Irving gunsmith might 
have written the “Oswald” receipt to attract 
attention ‘and then become alarmed by the 
importance attached to it, and backed away. 
The man at the Ford dealer's and the man at 
the rifle range may have beea similarly 
frightened by their brush with such portentous 
history. In general, I think it is a mistake to 
underestimate the number of private fan- 
tasies that could be evoked by so telepathic 
an event as the assassination of a young 
President. _ 

I would -propose that Leo Sauvage investi- 
gate the case further, on the spot, and at 
tempt to reconstruct the Tippit murder, for 
which there seems to be a number of wit 
nesses and about which there remains a host 
of questions. If Sauvage can incriminate Tip- 
Pit or substantively, through witnesses, im- 
peach the theory that Oswald killed him, he 
will warrant the most serious hearing: and if 
he can implicate Ruby, who is still alive and 
under litigation, in a conspiracy, he is as- 
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sureel of a place in the nation’s every news- 

paper, in the ofhce of the President of the 
nations everyepublishing house, and in--his- 
iors As it is, Sauvage; certainly deserves the 
attention of those Penguins on the Warren 
Commission. But his speculations remain in- 
conclusive, and their implication that Oswald 

was framed faises more intractable problems 
of reconstruction than the Warren Report it- 
self. which though staggered by Sauvage is 
suLpomiits feet - - 0 + ; 

are 

I claim no authority as a close student of 

‘the Warren Report. However, on the basis of 
the evidence he presents, Léo Sauvage dis- 
credits his own conclusion that a probable 
conspiracy underlay the Kenned¥. assassina- 
tion. The conspirators, according to Sauvage, 
used an individual resembling, Oswald to fire 
a rille’conspicuously at a rifle range and*to-at- 
tempt to buy an automobile in the name of 

Oswald. Someone not resembling Oswald at- 

temnpted a false lead by arranging to have a 

telescopic sight put on a gun Hke Oswald's 

The conspirators then got hold of, Oswald's | 
rifle, shot ‘at Kennedy with it, vartshed un-- 
seen. and several days later planted a clip- 
hoard in tHe. sixth floor room further to im- 
pheate Oswald. ’ 

(he reuth containing the fired rifle was only 
fortuitously empty at the time of the assas- 
sination. Two workers were in fact there only 

shortly before and might have remained. 
Even Oswald could not have. been sure that 
he could use the room although, if his, mind 
had been in a disordered state, he might have 
overlooked this difficulty. That conspirators 
who coldlfland long in advance operated this 
enornrous conspiracy would overtook this fac- 
tor is not at all’credible. Moreover, if they 
had planned long in advance, would sot the 
clipboard have been planted in advance also? 
Would they dare plant ithater? Surely they 
could not depend upga the blindness of both 
the Dallas “police ‘and the’ Far. ‘And, if they 
could not, plantigg the clipboard later would 
likely servé to ‘¢dést doubt“on Oswald's guilt 
rather than further implicate him. This con- 
sideration ‘d& so compelling. that one cannot 
believe the clipboard was planted by a ‘set of 
conspiratoss——as Opposed perhaps to a sub-par 
watchman playing games—-unless both the 
police and ghe FRI were involved massively in 
the conspiracy. Yet even Sauvage dismisses 
this alternative: from tonsideration. Large 
conspiracies cannot be kept secret indefinitely. 

Sauvage jJays stress on the attempt to im- 
personate Oswald. Yet he believes Ryder be- 
cause this “Oswald” looked different accord- 
ing to his testimony. Why did not the con- 
Spirators continue the impersonation? And 
was this not very dangerous also, for if the 
lens were different from that on Oswald’s 

_ tifle, the conspiracy would again face revela- 
tion. Yet’ at no point apparently did Ryder 
state that a particular lens was specified, 

surely a sine qua nen for this kind of plot. 
Was the killing of Tippit part of the con- 

> Blewago G. Waison’ 

Continued 

spiracy? Then how could the conspirators 

know that Oswald would go to the movies 
after first going to his apartnent? How could 
they know he. would carry a gun? And. if 

it was pure coincidence that Tippit was killed 
by a revolver of the same caliber as Oswald's 

at that time ‘and along the route, isnt. it 
carrying coingidence too far that Oswald's 

revolver was fired? What did he do: shoot it 
in the air for fun as he ran along the street? 

. And wouldn't satheong, bave noticed this? 
“As for Oswald's expertise with the rifle, this 

thas long been bese Khe point. A man pre- 
paring to assassinate the President is not in a 

normal state of mind; nor is his physiological 
system operating according to normal stand- 

ards. In some reasonable percentage of cases 
he will ¢ither freeze and become ineifective or 
act far superior to his normal level of per- 
formance. It‘was Kennedy's bad luck that the 
latter proved to. be the case. 

Finajly, such elaborate plots occur in James 
Bond ‘movies: and bad detective stores. Such 

elaborate plots are worthless for conspiracies 

that must be kept secret indefinitely. If one 

assumes that the primary purpose of the' 
“conspirators” was to kill the President rather 
than” to implicate Oswald, they would hardly 
have run the additional large risks incurred 
by these deceptions. Indeed, regardless ot 
their purpose, they would surely desire to 

avoid such overelaborate plots. And tf there 

was no conspiracy, there is mo reasonabie 

-alternative to Oswaid’s guilt. 

Chicago, HI. Morron A. Ka&PLan 
. Chairman, Commitice on 

International Relations 

University of Chicago 

Leo Sauvage replies: 

I have nothing to add to Mrs. Sylvia 
Meagher’s clear and straightforward state- 
ment, which disposes of the. letters of John 
P. Tompkins and J. C. Rich. I would only 
like to comment on one word: The fact that 
Robert Kennedy accepts the Warren Report 
is not “almost” but ‘rotafly irrelevant, and 
would be so even if the former Attorney 
General had not admitted—or boasted—that 
he did not read it. Indeed, it is startling for 
me to discover that there is still room here 
in the U.S. for the medieval contention that 
a point of view should be accepted because of 
the authority or the prestige of the source 
which expresses it. James Wechsler for ex- 
ample, has lectured foreign correspondents 
for failing to base their interpretation of the 
facts, as he did, on the personality of Ear] 
Warren. “European journalists,” he wrote. 
“have a special responsibility to tell they 
readers the nature of the man who conducicd 
this inquiry, and whose name gives so much 

weight and meaning to its findings.”” My own 
conception of journalistic responsibilities-— 
and ethics—is to examine everything honestly 
and carefully, and if anything appears er- 
roneous, incoherent or otherwise unconvinc- 
ing, to say so, whatever the source. 

It is not much easier for me to accept-—~or, 
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for that matter, understand—the logic in the 
letters of Richard G. Watson and Professor 
Kaplan. 

I have criticized the Warren Report and 
given samples of the prejudites, inconsisten-’ 

cies. omissions and downright distortions 
which have led gne to reject its conclusions. - 
Watson and Kaplan do not take up any of 
those points. They prefer to counterattack 
Let's admit that “a sub-par watchman playing 

games” introduced Oswald's clipboard ingo the 
sixth floor storage room. Why didn't the 
Commission try to locate the watchman? The 
sact is that the Warren Commission not only 
did not investigaie the mysterious presence of 
the clipboard but. pretends to use it as “addi- 
tonal testimony” against Oswald. And if, as 
Watson suggests. the missing cartridges were 

thrown away or “evaded the apparently bat’s- 

eyed investigation.” what about the Commis- 
sion’s failure to grove, in the first place. that 

Oswald had bought any ammunition at all for 

his rifle’? 
The real point,- of course. which even as 

distinguished a person as Professor Kaplan 

appears willing to ignore; is that my being 
‘ wrong in each and every one of ‘my deduc- 
uons still would not give substance to any of 

the, Commission's unsubstantiated accusations. 
It still would notjmake a brown sbirt a white 
shirt, Helen Markham a reliable witness, or 
Lee Oswaid a better marksman than a master 
of the National Rifle Association. What right 
has the Warren Commission to 

Oswald killed the President when it is unable 
to prove beyond 4 reasonable doubt that Os- 
wald was the mag at the window (Tf surely 

would like to know Kaplan’s opinion on the 
validity of Howard L. Brennan's “identifica- 
tion”), and when it is obliged to admit that 
there is only a “probability”—-and that there 
has been “some difference of opinion”—as to 
the affirmation that the “nearly whole bullet” 
found on Governor Connally’s stretcher was 
one of the bullets which hit President Ken- 
nedy? These, J believe, are the things that 
matter. After all, I didn’t call anybody an 

assassin, the Commission did. 
it is true that according to Kaplan, Os- 

wald’s expertise with a rifle, for example, “has 
long been beside the poiat”: He hit his target 
because “a man preparing to assassinate the 
President is not in a normal state of mind.” I 

suppose Kaplan is not troubled by being told 
that in the case of General Walker, Oswald 
missed his target, since in that case Oswald's 
state of mind may, for a change. have made 

him “freeze and become ineffective.” It would 
be useless also, I think, to mention the fact 
that Oswald. whom a deranged “physiological 
system” transformed into a crack shot, was 

never deranged enough to express any ani- 
mogsity, or even to show the slightest nervous- 
ness, when the name of the President was 
pronounced before him. May I at least remind 
the Professor that, according to the Warren 
Report, Oswald hit his target not because he 
was crazy but because it was easy. 

As to specific questions, I do not know 
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. where Watson has seen that] implied Oswald 
was one of two assassigs. What I did and do’ 
imply is that Oswald was innocent, the Com- 

mission having utterly fatleg to convince me 
that he whs guilty. What was he doing on the | 
sixth floor? - Working. Dr. Wat&n, or pre- 
tending to work-as workers sometignes do at 
41:55 A.M, (the time “Oswald was "last seen 
there): Why did he flee desperately across the 
city? Because a policeman had just threatened 

him with a gun, and because he had just 

learned that the President had been shot, and 
becayse he felt—this time, ag it turned out, 
for good reason-—that society would again be 
after, him. An assassin, coldblooded enough 
to rush to the second floor lunchroom in order 
to segure an alibi, would stdy and mingle with 
the cfowd. Able to leave the building without 
being stopaed. he would run off to’ the Mexi- 
can border, not to the Texas Theater. As to 
what,he was doing “with all the guns and 
psychoses,” what are the many thousands 

other people doing who are known to have 
guns and psychoses, bet are not accused of 
killing Presidents? =» 

Professor Kaplan Has more questions. I 

do not know the reason for Tippit’s murder, 

but neither’ does the Commission. Why did 
Ryder’s “Oswald” look different? First of al, 

Rydag did ‘fot remefiber anything about the 
man. The hunting season was just starting, 
there. swas plent¥ of- work, and Ryder, for 

that reason, did'not remember anything about 

the telescopic sight <xither. Why should a 
“particular lens” be specified? And why should 
the possibility that Ryder’s client was not the 
same‘’s the’ automoMile dealer’s disturb me? 
Maybe the “impersonator, was in bed with 
the fl, and*in any case the name on the re- 
pair tag sufficed to do the job. But is Kaplan 
really serious in asking me that type of ques- 
tion. instead of asking the Warren Commis- 
sion to explain ‘its attitude inthe case? Am I 

to understand that Professor Kaplan approves 
of thé. Commission deliberately limiting its 
investigation to one possibility (the very un- 
likely one that Ryder’s customer was the real 
Oswald with a different gun), and insinuating 
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that Ryder fabricated a false repair tag with- 

out starting any proceedings against his in 

spiratora” were southern racists, they simply -. 
could act afford to have. the President 2sans- 
sinated without having an assassin ready fat 
the public. There is the slightest doubt 

an Oswald in 

found, an overwhelming majority .of | 
American people (not to speak of the rest 
of. the world) would have been convinced of 
& raciat plot, and all the Klans and. similar | 
organizations would have had a very difficult 
time. Which means that having President 
Kennedy assassinated could make sense: for 
them only if they first made sure y 
one who had nothing in common with them 
would'be arrested and convicted. 

As to Watson's ‘suggestion that I go and 
attempt to do what the Warren Commission, 
without noticeable protest from Watson and. 
Kaplan, refrained from doing, no, thank you. 
I am no detective and 46 not intend to be- 
come one. Though reader Joba P. Tompkins, . 
whose profession I don't know, suggested! that | 
I have made a “career” ont of criticizing the 
Warren Commission, I have quite s number 
of other interests in life. 1 sirsply don't like 

being hoodwinked
; and when I read the, War: 

_ ren Report, that, “tinfottunately, was ‘the hie - 

gPapmtion I got ar Be 

}VEETNAM EXCHANGE . 

- Yusiont that it is no fwonder that Roche 
Ronald Steel's article containa so many : 

brilliance is insufficient ix yespénding ( 
Vietnam ; 
3). To cif just a few examples: 

1. Holding back ‘the tide of Communism in 
South Vietnam may not be a sufficient condi- 
tion for defending democracy there, brit it is 
surely a necessary condition, and also else- 
where. There is pothing in Steel's article Which 

" reflects an awafeness of this fact. 
2. That the.Vietcong is not a puppet of 

Hanoi, that Hanoi is not a puppet of Peking, 
does sot change the fact that @il of 
them (and the dther Communist countries) . 
form an alliance tg spread Communism 
throughout the world, primarily by wars of 
liberation. Their,differences no more prevent 
them from seeking this goal than did the dif- 
ferences between Tojo, Mussolini and Hitler 
prevent the latter from seeking a similar goal. 

3. That we get: g with Comnfunist coun- 
tries in Bastern Europe does not mean that 
we should not prevent South Vietaam (or 
other countries) from being taken over by the 
Communists. It means that onge a country 

il Lf 

a Fer 

War-—An Exchange,” NL, January > taken: 

tinued 

‘has been taken over, we do the best we can 
short of liberation by military force which is 
likely to lead to a nuclear war. But preventing 

monolithicall: 

tries. Farthermore, he is inconsistent with bis 
own ‘suggestion that we treat them differently 
(which we do) by implying that we should 
act toward the. Vietqoug in the same way we 
do toward Eastern Europe. Who is guilty of 
looking at Communists in 8 monolithic 
fashiog? 
Buffalo, N.Y. ’ Marvin ZniMERMAN 

_ |. Associate Professor of Philosophy 
State University of New York 

- While leaving. mott of the criticism of Ron- 
ald Steel-type arguments on Vietnam and 

Communism tp those articles you--and I— 

hope: will be forthcoming, it might at least 

. be suggested here that if you truly wish to 

“help clarify the imues involved in the emo- 
tional arguments over Vietnam,” as you say, 
then publishing such highly emotional pieces 
as “Our. Asian IMusions™ seems hardly the 

st way to do so. Granting that this issue 

warrants the intedgity of interest and concern 
shown by Steel, it is necessary that at Jeast a 

few journals in this congtry try to remain 

. 

i 

crectiy) draws forth this comment pri- 
marily’ because it bas been published in one 
of the few journals in-this country where 80 

Not that of Steel’s points are not weil 
Certainly thé Administration is often 

Joes than 2andid with the public; certainly 
we are not “defeading democracy” now in 
Vietnam; and of course there are diversities 
in the Communist world today—though not 
necessarily he Steel presents them. But surely 
fol readers of this journal are deceived on 
these poinis—and if they are, they could be 

enlightened by many who are fot so weighted 
down by their own illusions as Steel. 

‘For instance, the only alternative to a non- 
existent democracy in South Vietnam—be- 
sides authoritarian Socialism or Communism 
—is not Faacist dictatorship, as is suggested 
in several places. For one who sees so many 
shades in. the Communist world, Steel is 
-surely black and white when it comes to po- 
tential governments in South Vietnam. There 
are perhaps more forms of government pos- 
sible there including, in the long term, some 
with significant democratic’ characteristics—if 
the South Vietnamese are given a little time 
in which to work one out. In helping them to 
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