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Dear iir, Rubel,

Hind and thoushtful letters like yours mesn much to me, snd I thank vou for
t king the time %o write 1te I regret I haven't the time for the raply is d. serves.
I'11l try end ansser in hosta,

On balknce, just zbout s1l the best evid-nce of thas lorren Somils ion & egalm $
what 1t seys onxthose things thet are central. It i1s trus there is evidence on the
other sldes That is what the Commlssion wsed. Yo you L-lieve a sergeant is a batter
euthority on whet is en easy shot or rond shootinz that the Comasndent of the ~erine

Corps® I do not, Or take the bsg - sl! the evidence wes the way I cuoted. Nane
cupnorted the Com-ission, Wor 1s there any responsible avidenes tho other way on
the Dellas ‘olice, th- interrogetions, otce lNo, 1 didn't select unfairly. “nother
beok I hove resd does, I see nothing @ood to be zain theroby.

I do not belisve there is any solid, credible evide=nece sunportins Oswald's
guilt ol anything. The Comudssion, to whose in'nrmation I restricted myszelf, didn't
have it. T shouli elso make elear that 1 find Osw21d on unepetizin  thingm, 1 have
no liking for him,

There is no doubt that no one person could heve piklled *his off, Certainly
no one coul! have done that shootdng, How meny there wo.e I do not pretend to
Imows But o the sho tinz, sssumin; there were sny mmmbar of co-conspiratonf
plant 4 enyk place on Yesley Plezz. The first shod was emough of 8 signal for all,
i1th scope , the spoce from Elm to [iain was no probdém, wherever they ware, l'm
inclined to think the flatter the trejectory, th: easier the shot.

Oswald ie fer from +lona in not returning to work, He knew that he'd be picked
up rignt away, so he went elsewhere, /sybe he was in on sorething, reybe he had
some romantic notion, maybe he thought he'd need the pistol to dofend himself, But
he is not the only one who left, snd ths fmct is, na he 1s sunsosed to have told the
police, he knew there'd be no more work thut day. .nd there wasn't, Thers was an alarg
out on one oi the others before him,.

iour questions are nod irrevelandle e must sll auk guctions, rhatever ocur
to us. Thers must never be s time when such questi-ns sre not en.ropriste,

Again, thanks for your lettar,

Sincorely,



195 Adams St., Apt. BF
Brooklyn, New York 11201
August 5, 1966

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Hyattstown
Maryland

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

After watching your appearance on the Alan Burke
show a few weeks ago, I read your book, WHITEWASH. I must,
in all honesty, say that I was intrigued and feel that you
should be commended for what could turn out to be a real
public service (I trust the book sales are good also, praise
is hard to pay bills with).

I have read summaries of the Warren Commission Re-
port and particular sections of it in detail. Although this
by no means qualifies me as an expert on the Report, it, in
my mind, gives me some leg to stand on, which I am afraid
some of your antagonists on the show the other night didn't
have. Consegquently, I would like to make a couple of comments
and ask several guestions. Please take these in the spirit
in which they are given as I feel certain that all of us are
looking for the truth, whatever it might be.

1. I am sure you will admit that you have an ad-
vantage. Your book concerns itself only with what you con-
sider the negative aspects of the Report. You have the ad-
vantage of culling out those items whose validity you want
to depr@cate. There is no gquestion in my mind that of the
"facts" which you mentioned (which are many), you have very
ably proven in many cases that they are questionable, fool-
ish, or useless as the case may be. However, it takes "two
to tango" and it is hard to tell just by reading your book
whether there is any evidence supporting the possible guilt
of Oswald. It is difficult to read the Warren Report and
then your book and try to make a comparison. Perhaps if
both the positive and negative aspects were weighed at the

same time under one cover, we might see how the case stacks
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up. I will not delude myself into thinking this is easy to

do and certainly biases and prejudices in such a book would

have to come through. However, it might be useful even with
those limitations.

2. I find strong evidence in your book to indi-
cate that Oswald wasn't alone, if at all involved, in the
assassination of the President. However, there are a couple
of points which I just cannot dismiss offhand. (a) If Oswald
was a "fall guy" or even innocent, why did he find it neces-
sary to leave the book depository in the middle of the day,
return to his home, which he did, get a gun (if he didn't
already have that with him) and go to a movie? I am not in-
terested in whether or not he killed Officer Tippit (I don't
mean this sarcastically; it just doesn't have any bearing in
this point). There just doesn't seem to be any likely ex-
planation for his actions. (b) Assuming there was a con-
spiracy and more than one person was firing at the motorcade,
you, yourself, have proven that all of the shots at the Presi-
dent's car took place within a few seconds. If we can assume
for the moment that someone shot the rifle at the Presidential
car, but didn't hit anyone, wouldn't any other co-conspirator
have to have had beautiful timing, as a matter of fact, mi-
raculous timing to start firing at the same moment in order
to hit the President from the front or any other direction?
Considering that the route of the motorcade wasn't known un-
til that morning, it is doubtful if such a conspiracy could
have been joined and all the timing necessary to fire at a
Presidential car almost simultaneously--all this to be worked
out in the space of a few hours! Even if no one fired the
rifle found on the sixth floor, but the shots came from some-
where else, there would almost have to be superhuman timing
involved for each one to start firing simultaneously from
different directions at the President, especially in view of
the last minute knowledge of the motorcade's route,

Perhaps these guestions are irrelevant and there
is a ready explanation for them. I imagine only time and
further investigation will prove this out. I commend you
once again on a marvelous analysis of the Report and wish you
continued good luck in your efforts to get to the bottom of
this heinous crime.

Sincerel ours,

"

I. Warren Rubel
IWR:me



