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tions Commiuee had been added 10 the CIA
supervising body, as the deleated mation
would have hud it, there is nothing to sug-
gest that they actually would have been
able to inhibit the worlds largest ¢loak
and-dugger organization. In any case, the
Senate had an opportunity to make what-
ever changes it wanted in its CIA-watching
mechanism. It wanted npone. 1t found
everything to be just right.

Rumors of the ClA’s continued insubordi-
nation to the LS, Government are ac last
dispelled. Such rumors helped establish the
myth that the U8, Government operates on
a higher legal and ethical plane than the
notorious ClA—center for subversion, in-
trigue, and murder. That myth has been
discredited; the CIA i what it is because
the U.S. Government wants it precisely that
way. There 'is no justification whatsoever
for conferring upon the US. Government,
specifically including the legislature, epithets
more respectful than those earned by the
world's most dangerous gang of criminals.
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Between Two
Assassinations

A White House statement of October 2,
1963, about & meeting of the National Secur-
y Coundil was av thar time onstrued in
these pages as “putting Messrs, Diem and
Nhu on notice that it [the ional Secur
Councill is not ready to wolerate any |
negotlations”™ with the National Liberation
Front amd North Vietwam. We thought to
have tound, in the language of the statement,
confirmation of reports that initial peace
leelers were being made by Diem and Nl
We also believed that we had pereeived
echoes of Diem’s demand for an early remov
al of 115, forees from South Viemam. 1o an
editorial, “Negotitions Overruled.” we com.
mented that a certaiy passage in the White
se statement must have been intended 1o

that the United Staces is quite willing o 1c
sort 1o whitever steps are needed o deny
South Vietnam Government any opps
of s
behind the scones. (TMO, November, 1963))

six weeks later Diem am! Nhu

D
thiat
Prosident who dared w contemy

It Weve Done I
e CIA “rescue

ttons. {TMO, December, 1963.)

Now thit version of the Saigon coup of
November [, 196% has been conlirmed by
none other than Mrs. Nhu, the torions
sister-in-law ol the bate President Diem:

In the nterview [publigshed oo French weekly

Le Nowienu Cundiife], Mrs. Nhu savs that it

was at her suggestion that hey husband was

having  secief  onracts with  yepresenlatives
of th Vietam and ()
point of signing o poace

Americans, frighien tiberately lannches!

a coup d'etat and had the brothers Diem and

Nhu murdered,

“T had even decided 1o make a fraternal ges-
ture in sending my two oldest children to
the north as pathfinders,” she said. . . .
Mrs. Nhu said that the Americans envisioned
an expaniling war and "Iy way the crime of
my hushand to be opposed to this war.” (The
New Yark Times, July 19)

Diem and Nhu were not the only men
who, late in 1968, opposed an escalation of
the Viemam wir and looked for ways of
settling the conflict. They may well not have
been the only ones who paid with their
lives for their heresy. Among the heretics
was one who certainly deserved special atten-
tion:

Senator Wayne Morse . . suggested to Pro-
fessor Galbraith thar United States policy on
Viemam would have been quite dillerent

The bodies of Piem and Nint. —1UF1 Phota

had not President Kenuedy disd from an
assassins bullel
The former President orderesl an intensive

review of Viemam policies in the days just
betore hus doath, according to Senator Morse
He recalled having visited the President in
the White House 10 days before his death
on Nov. 22, 1965.

When the conversation el to the situs-
tion in Vietnam, the President mentioned the
Senator's critical speeches on the Senate Hoor
and remarked that he “wasat sure but that

I was vight,” according to Senator Morse.

President Kennedy siid he had the Vietnam

sitition under “intensive study,” he added.

(The New York Times, April 26.)

I & foreign Presicent had to be murdered
in order to "rescue the war,” what would
muke the murderers hesitate 1o kill another
President if this too was necessury to “rescue
the war"?

With the Warren Report now unerly com-
promised as an explanation ol what hap-
pened in Dullus on November 22, 1963 —and
how, and why—there is obviously a need
for a new inquest. 1t ook almost three years
of perseverance by u few ututhsceken, in
the face of public ridicule and hostility,
make it quite legitimite at last to question
the correctness of the Warren Report, Rich-
ard N. Goodwin, speechowriter, trouble-
shooter. and ahviser o President Kennedy,
in a review ol Edward Jay Epstein’s Inquest:
The Warren Commission and the Establish-
ment of Truth (Viking), pullished in Book
[ July 24, joined the growing charus
ol those who pose this demand:

\n dmdependent group ull look at these
charges and determine whether the Commis-
iwestigation was so defective that an-
inquiry is necessary

Al Goodwin stated 1o, a roporter that “he
hael discussed lus reac e book with
other associates of the lae President 'who
feel a8 1 do abour it (The New York
Times, July 24.)

Impartane as is the fact that ever more
prople are inning o speak out for @
second look the Dallas eveuts, it is not
ton soon ty warn that another investigation

would not necessarily uncover the muth. Tt
is perfectly conceivable that as public faith
in the Warren Report continues to erode,
a patch-up job might be undertaken with a
view to Testoring public coufidence, while
simultaneously burying the truth  even
deeper. An "investigation' that would merely
aim at “establishing” that there were wo
Oswalds instead of one Oswald, or that would
in any other way preclude a priori any of the
theories that are compatible with the evi
dence, is the last thing we need. We had
one Warren Commission; and we need no
more of that.

When a mation's chiel political leader is
assassinated, it is sheer stupidity not to look
inta the possibility of a political plot. Yet, in
an attempt to lullaby the citizenry, the Amer-
ican public has been conditioned to assume
the exact opposite—that only the stupid or
sinister suspect politics ure behind the assassi-
nation. The speculation that President Ken-
nedy was killed so that present U. 8. policies
in Southeast Asin could be pursued offers it-
self so strongly that no investigation would
be complere unless it considered this as one
of the possibilities.

1t i is true that Kennedy was murdered
for the same reason as Diem, then it may be
impossible to have an objective investigation
in the near or cven foreseeable future. As-
sassins, even when disguised in  judges
robes, ave noy likely to convict themselves.
But even if less sinister [actors should be ar
wark behind the scenes, demanding another
investigation [or no reason other than to
boost the prospects of ane political aspirant
or another, what we would get would not be
a real inquest.

As a nation we have grown so perversely
pragmatic that every deliberate effort would
need o be made w ensure that a second
vestigation: would be immune to any and
all political motivation. If nothing but fact-
finding is wo be achieved, the factbnders must
be men of impecaable’ integrity as well as
men diverced from and inaccessible 1o the
corrupt labyrinths of our body politic; ad-
versary procedure must conscientiously be
followed: and all the independent private
researchers who have already dosne so much
o uncover the truth must be afforded an

opportunity of presenting their evideace and
amlyses and have them duly heeded.

Steinbeck’s
Consistency

Impressive is the political sophistication
with which John Steinbeck replicd to Yev-
geny Yevtushenko's appeal that he speak
out against the war in Vietnam. The Nobel
and Pulitzer laureate showed a grasp of root
issues behind international conflicts. Asked
1o speak out on Vietnam. he spoke instead
on China, which indecd is the underlying



