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£ 1. Our Concern. From the day of President Fennady's assassination on,

here has ueen speculztisa about tha responsibility for his murder. Although
this was stemzed for a tize by the Warren Commisczion report (which appeared at

e the end of September 1664), various writers have now had time to scan the

3 Commission's published %uport and docurents for new pretexts for questicning,
anl there has be2n a nsvw wave of books and artinles eriticizing the Co—izsion's
firdiazs. 1In 1ost eases the critics have cpeculated as to the existence of uone
kind of consplracy, and orten they have implied that the Commission itself was

j involved. Presumably as a result of the increasing challenge to the Warren

5 Commission's Report, a public opinion poll recently indicated that 463 op the

5 Aperican public did not think that Uswald acted alunz, while more then helf of

those polled thought that the Commission had left some questions unresolved. -

I Doubtless polls abroad would show similar, or possibly more edverse, results.

; 2. This trend of opinion is a matter of concern %o the U.S. goverament

: ineluding our organization. The members of the Warren Commission vere naturally
; chosen for their integrity, expsrience, and prominence. They represented both
mejor parties, and they and their staff were deliberately drawn from all sections
of the country. Just because of the standing of the Commissioners, efforts to
impugn their rectitude and wisdom tend to cast doubt—orn the whole leadership of
American society. Moreover, there sesms to be an increasing tendency to hint
that President Johnson himself, as the one person who might be said to have
benefited, was in some way responsible for the assassination. Innuendo of

such seriousness alffects not only the individual concerned, but also the vhole

E reputation of the American government. Our organization itself is direetly

B involved: among other facts, we contributed information to the investigatiaua.

: Conspiracy theories have frequently thrown suspicion on our organization, for

: example by falsely alleging that Lee Harvey Oswald worked for us. The ain of
this dispatch is to provide material for countering and discrediting the claims
of the conspiracy theorists, so as to inhibit the circulation of such claims in
other countries. Background information is supplied in = classified section and
in a number of unclassified attachments.
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3. Action. We do not recommend that discussion of the assassination ques— .
tionh be initiated where it is neot already taking place. Vhere discussion is
: ~hnuwexer addressees are requested:
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izar. and frisndly elile contacts
nz cul thst the Warren Cormission

5 2nd editors), po 1z
possivle, that the charges of the
&Y

i
tigation ay hiws 3

5
us fourlation, aad that furtker speculative discussion
of ‘L’ osition. Faiat out also that garts of the
to tz g=] a =riied by Communist propagardists,
influens: Lo discourage unfound=d and irresponsible
23 255205 10 ansvwer andé refute the attacks of the
Loy ws and f2zturs artieles ars particularly appropriate for
this rurzose. The unelassifizd atlachmants to this guidance showld provide
used backsround caterizl for passoge to assets. Our play should point out,
es eprlicable, that ke critics are (i) wedded to thecries adopted before the
sidence vas inm, (ii) polizicadly interested, (iii) financially interested, (iv)
their

evite
hzsty and inaccurate in ir research, or (v) infatuated with their own theories.
In the course of discussisns of the whole phenonenon of criticism, 2 userul
stretegy may be to single out Epstein's theory for atteck, using the attachsd
Fletcher Kneb=l article ang Spectetor piece for background. (Although Mark

Iene's ook tx muzh less convincing than Epstein's and cones off badly vhere
coaterfzd Ly Lnovleigeable eritics, it is aliu nuch more difficult to answar

as a whole, =5 one becoces lost in a morass of unrelated details.)

L. Ia private or media diseussion not directed ot eny particular vriter, or

in attacking publications whnich may be yet forthcoming, the following arguments
should be useful:

a. llo significant new evidsnce has emerged which the Commission did not
consider. Tha assassination is sometipes comparsd (e.g., by Joachim Joesten
and Bertrand Russell) with the Dreyfus case; howsver, unlike that case, the
altacks on the Warrea formissicn have produced no new evidence, no new culerits
have bzen convincingly identified, and there is no agreepent among the critices,
(A better parallel, though en imperfect one, might be with the Reichstag fire
of 1933, which some competent historians (Fritz Tobias, A.J.P. Taylor, D.C. Watt)
now believe was set by Van der Lubbe on his own initiative, without acting for
either Nazis or Communists; the Nazis tried to pin the blem: on the Communists,
but the latter have been much more successful in canvineing the vorld that the
Nazis were to Llamse.)

b. Crities usually overvalue particular items and ignore others. They tena

to plece more emphasis on the recollections of individuel eyewitnesses (which
ere less relieble and more divergent -- and henece offer more hand-holds for
eriticism) und less on ballistic, autopsy, and photographic evidence, A close
examination of the Cormission's records will usually show that the cenflicting
eyewitness accounts are quoted out of context, or were discarde9 by the Commis-

sion for good and sufficient reason.

c. Conspiracy on the large scale often suggested would be impossible to con-
ceal in the United States, esp. since informants could expect to receive large
royelties, etc. MNote that Robert Kennedy, Attorney General at the time and
John F. Kennedy's brother, would be the last msn to overlook or conceal any
conspiracy. And as on2 reviever pointed out, Cengressman Gerald R. Ford would . °
herdly have held his tongue for the sake of the Democratic administration, anb
Senator Russell would have had every political interest in exposing any misdeeds
on the part of Chief Justice Warren. A conspirator moreover vould hardly choose
a location for a shooting where so much depended on conditions beyond his con-
trol: the route, the speed of the cars, the moving target, the risk that the
assassin would be discovered. A group of wealthy conspirators could have
erranged much more secure conditions.

d. Critics have often besn enticed by e form of intellectual pride: they

light on some theory gnd fell in love with it; they dlso scoff at the Commis-
sion because it did not elwsys ensver every questicn with a flat decision one

way or the other. Actually, the meke-up of the Comzission and its staff ves i
an excellent safeguard-azeinst over-commitment to any one theory, or ngainst-_
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As to chargss “het the Comzission's report was a rush job, it ems
hre2 months after the deadiins originally set.

tie Cemmissiontried to speed up its reporiing, this was largely due to
the pressure of irresponsivle speenlution alrcady appearing, in some cases

|
[ : : se5
i coning frea ths sems critics who, refusing Lo adnmit their errors, are now
| putting out new eriticisazs. .
1

s ek

rged
But to the degres that

G- Such vague accusaticas as %that "more &1
{ ously" can always be explained in some more naturnl way: e.g., the indi-
! vlduals concerned heve for the most part died of natural ceuses; the Com-
mission staff questicned k18 vitnesses (the FBI interviewed far more
, people, conductifiz 25,000 interviews end reinterviews), and in such a
large group, a certain nuaber of deaths ave to be expected. (When Penn
‘ Jonzs, coe of the originators of tha "ten mysterious deaths” line, an-
peared un television, it emerged Lhat two of the deaths on his list were
from heart attacks, one from cancer, one was from a head-np collision on
a bridze, and one occurred when a driver dvifted into a bridge ahutnent.l

a0 ten people have died pysteri-
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5. \Where possible, counter speculation by encouraging refersnce to the
Commission's Report itsele, Open-minded foreign readers should still be
impressed by the care, thoroughness, objectivity and speed with which the Cop-
mission worked. Reviewers of other books might be encouraged to add to their

account the idea that, checking back with the Report itselr, they found it far
superior to the work ofr its critics.
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Background Survey oi Pooks Concerning
5 the Assassination of President Kennedy

1. (Ezcept vhere ctherwise indicated, ths factuzl Qata given in
paragraghs 1-2 is unclzsgified.) Some of the suthors of recent books on
P the assassinaticn cof President Kennedy (e.g., Joachim Joesten, Oswald:
i Assassla or Fall Cuv: Mack Lene, Rush to Judaent; Lea Szuvage, The Oswaléd A
Affair: An Exaninsticn of the Ccntradictions end Omissions of the Warren
& i Penorr) had publicly assarted that a conspiracv existed before tne VWarren
g Commission fiaishad its investigation. liot surprisingly, th=y incediataly
= : bestirr=il themselves to show that they were right and that the Commission
was wronz. Thanks to the mountain of material published by the Commission,
some of LL conflicting or wisleading when read out of context, they have
hed little diffiewlty in uncovering items te substantiats th=ir nun theories.
They have alsc in some cases obtained rew and divergent testimony from wit—
nesses. And they have usually railed to discuss the refutations of their
early cluips in the Commission's Repori, Appendix XIT ("Speculstions and

Rumors"). This Appsndix is still a good place to look for m=terial counter-
ing the thzorists.

NS
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2. Bome writers appear to have beea predisposed to criticism by enni-
American, far-left, or Communist symoathizs. The British "Wno Killed
Kennedy Committee” includes some of the most persistent &nd vocal English
eritics of the United States, e.g., Michael Foot, Kingsley Martin, Kenneth
Tynen, end Bertrand Russell. Joactim Joesten has been putlicly revealed
as a oneslime menter of the German Commuiist FParty (KPD); a Cestapo document
of 8 lovember 1937 among the Cerman Foreign Ministry files microfilmed in
Englond and now returned to West German custody shows that his party book
vas numbered 532315 and dated 12 May 1932. (The originals of these files
are now nvallable at the West German Foreign Ministry in Bonn; the copy in
the U.S. National Archives may be found under the reference T-120, Serial
k918, frames E256LB2-4. The British Public Records Office should also have
8 copy.) Joesten's American publisher, Carl Marzani, vas once sentenced to
Jail by a federal Jury for concealing his Communist Party (CPUSA) membership
: in order to hold & government job. Available informetion indicates that
F 5 Hark Lune was elected Vice Chaeirman of the New York Council to Abclish the
o House Un-American Activities Committee on 28 May 1963; he also attended the
k ' Bth Congress of the International Association of Demoecratic Lawyers (an inter-
P - national Communist front organization) in Budapest from 31 March to S April
196k, vhere he expounded his (pre-Report) views on the ¥ennedy assassination.
In his acknowledgments in his book, Lane expresses special thanks to Ralph
fchoenman of London "who participated in and supported the vork"; Scheenman
is of course the expatriate American who has been influencing the aged
Bertrand Russell in recent years. (See also para. 10 below on Communist
efforts to replay speculation on the assassination.)

3. Another factor has been the rlnanciullreuard obtainable for sen—
sational bocks. Hark Lane's Rush to Judament, published on 13 August 1966,
had sold 85,000 copies by early November and the publishers had prirted
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140, 090 copies by that date, in anticipation of sales to come, The

1 Januury 1987 lizw York Times Bsok Revisw reported the book es at the

top ¢f Lh= General category of the best seller list, having bezn in top
position for sevan waexs and on the list for 17 weeks. Lune has re-
portedly appeared on ebout 175 television and radio programs, and has

also givin nunmerous public lectures, all of which serves ror advertise-
ment. lle has elsc put together a TV rilm, end is peddling it to Europsan
telecasters; the B3T has purchased rights for a record $4%5,000. While
neither Abrahem Zapruder nor William Manchester should be classed with

the crivids of the Commission we are discussing here, sums paid for the
Zaprudsr fili of the assassination (325,000) and fcr magazine rights to
Manchester's Death of a Presideat (3669,000) indicate the money availaule
for mat=riul related to the assassination. Some newspepermen (e.g., Sylvan
Fox, Thz llnanswared Questinns About Presidsnt Kennsédy's Assassination; Leo
Sauvexe, 'Yhe Oswald Affair) have published accounts cashing in on their
Journalistic expertise.

k., Aside from political and financial motives, some pesople have ap-
parently published accounts simuly besause they were burning to pive the
world their theorv, e.g., Harold Weisberg, in his Whitewash II, Penn Jones,
Jr., in Forpive My Grief, and George C. Thowson in The Quest for Truth.
Weisberg's book was first published privately, though it is now finally
attaining the dignity of commercial publication. Jones' volume was pub-
lished by the small-town Texas newspaper of which he is the editor, and
Thomscn's booklet by his own engineering firm. The impact of these books
will probebly be relstively slight, since their writers will appear to
readers to be hysterical or paranoid. :

5. A common technique among many of the writers is to raise as manv
questions au possible, ~hile not bothering to work out a2ll the consequences.
Herbert Mitgang has written a parody of this approach (his questions actually
refer to Lincoln's assassination) in "A New Inquiry is lNeeded," New York
Times Magnuine, 25 December 1966. Mark Lane in particular (who represents
himself ns Oswald's lawyer) adopts the classic defense ettorney's approach
of throving in unrelated details so as to create in the Jjury's mind a sum
of "reasonuble doubt." His tendency to wander-off into minor details led
one observer to comment that whereas a good trial lawyer should have a sure
instinct for the jugular vein, Lane's instinet was for the capillaries. His
tactics and also his nerve were typified on the occasion vwhen, after getting
the Commission to pay his travel expenses back from England, he recounted tc
that body a sensational (and incredible) story of a Ruby Plot, while refus-
ing to name his source. Chief Justice Warren told Lane, "We have every
reason to doubt the truthfulness of what you have heretofore told us" —- by
the standards of legal etigquette, & very stiff rebuke for an attorney.

6. It should be recognized, however, that another kind of criticism
has recently emerged, represented by Edward Joy Fpstein's Incuest. Epstein
adopts u scholarly tone, mnd to the casual reader, he presents what appears
to be a more coherent, reasoned case than the writers described above.

(Survey Cont. )
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in has coused peaple like Richard Rovere end Lord Devlin, previously
i -5 of the Com=issicn's Report, to change their minds. The law York

| daily book reviewsr has said that Epstein's work is a "watersh=4

I Tasx" wvhich has rade it respectable to doubt the Commission's findings.

! This respsctability effsct hzs been enhanced by Life magazine's 25 llovem—
! per 1966 issue, which conteins an assertion that there is & "reasonable
'

|

1

doubt," as well es e republication of frames from the Zapruder film (ownad

by Life), and an intexrview with Covernor Connally, who repeats his belief

that he was not struck by the same bullet that struck President Kennedy.
| (Connally does fot, however, agree that there should be enother investiga-
tica.) Festein himself has published a new ariicle in the December 1966
{ssue of isquire, ir vhich he explains evay abjections to his book. A
copy of nn early critique of Epstein's views by Fletcher Knebel, published
in Look, 12 July 1986, and an unclassified, unofficial esnalysis (by
"Spectutor") are attached to this dispatch, dealing with specific gues-
tions raised by Epstein.

7. Here it should be pointed out that Epstein's competence in research
has been greatly exaggerated. Soms jllustrations are given in the Flstcher
Knebel article. As a further specimen, Epstein's book refers {pp. 93-5) to
a croppsd-down picture of 2 ‘heavy-set man taken in Mexico City, saying that
ths Central Intelligence Agency gave it to the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion on 18 November 1963, and that the Bureau in turn forwarded it to its
Dallas office. Actually, affidavits in the published Warren material (vol.
¥I, pp. I6B-T0) show that CIA turned the picture over 1o the FBI on 22 No-
vember 1963. (As a matter of interest, Mark Lane's Rush to Judgment claims
that the photo was furnishsd by CIA on the povninz of 22 November;

" the fnct is that the FBI flew the photo directly from Mexico City
to Dallas immediately after Oswald's arrest, before Oswvald's picture had
been published, on the chance it might be Oswald. The reason the photo was
cropped was that the background revealed the place where it was teken.) An-
other example: vhere Epstein reports (p. 1) that a Secret Service inter-
1 viev report was even withheld from the National Archives, this is untrue:
en Archives staff member told one of our afficers that Epstein came there
I and asked for the memorandum. He was told that it was there, but was classi-
! fied. Indeed, the Archives then notified the Secret Service that thers had
' been a request for the document, and the Secret Service declassified it. But
by that time, Epstein {whoée preface gives the impression of prolonged archi-
vel research) had chosen to finish his searches in the Archives, which had
¥ only lested two days, and had left town. -Yet Epstein charges that the Com~
| mission wus over-hasty in its work.

8. Aside from such failures in resesrch, Epstein and other intellectual
critics show symptoms of some of the love of theorizing and lack of common
cense and experience displayed by Richard H. Popkin, the author of The Second
Oswald. Because Osweld was reported to have been seen in different places at
the same time, a phenomenon not surprising in a sensational case where thou-
b sands of resl or alleged witnesses were interviewed, Popkin, a professor of
¥ ' philesophy, thecrizes that there actually were two Oswalds. At this point,
theorizing becomes sort of logico-mathematical game, &n exercise in permutations

| ' (Survey Cont.)
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attornery Arlen Bpecter rerarized, "Why nct
el llevertheless, aside from his
took, Popkin has besn able to publish a suzmary of his views in The liew
vork Review of Books, and there has been replay in tha Freach ilouvel
Ubservateur, in Moszow's lew Times, and in Baku's Vysnka. Popkin makes
2 sensational accusziion indirectly, saying that "Westera Eurnpean
critics” see Kennedy's essassination es part of & sublle conspiracy at-

tributable to 'perhaps even (in rumers I have heard) Kennedy's successor.”
One Parbara Garson has nzde the sanme point in another way by her parody
a5 hekespear='s 'Micbatn' entitled Weaezipa " with what io cbviously
Presi@ent Feansdy (Ken O Sune) in the role of Dumesn, and Presiden

Johason (MueBird) in the role of Macbeth. Iliss Carson makes no effort

to prove her point; she merely insinuates it. Protably the indirect form

of accusation is dus to fear of 2 1ib=l snit.

ani combinutions; es Comzission

L2

.a it three Oawaldis? \ay step at tywo?"

9. Othzr tocks are yet to appear. Willigm Manchester's not-yet—
writing being purgsd of

pudlish=d fhe Desth of a President is at this wri

material personally cbjectionable to Mrs. ¥ennedy. Th2re are hopeful
signs: Jazcob Cchen is writing a book which will appear in 1987 under the
title lon=st Verdict, defending the Commisnicn report, a#nd one of the Com-
mission attorneys, Wesley J. Jivbeler, is zlso reportedly writing a Leok,
setting forth both sides. But further criticisz will no doubt appear; as
the Washington Post has pointed out editorially, the recent death of Jack
Ruby will probubly lead to speculation that he wes "silenced" by & con-

Spiracy.

10. The likelihood of further friticism is eahanced Ly the circun-

stunce that Communist vropagandi sts seuvin Fevently Lo hiave slopped up their
owm camoaigsn to discredit the Warren Commisnicn. As azlready noted, Moscow's
flew Times reprinted parts of an article by Richard Popkin (21 and 2B Sep-
Tember 1066 issues), and it also gave the Suiss eéition of Joesten's latest
vork zn extended, laudatory review in its number for 26 October. Izvestiya
has slso publicized Joesten's Yook in articles of 18 and 21 October. (In
view of this publicity and the Communist tackground of Joesten and his
frericen publisher, together with Joesten's insistence on pinning the bleme
on such favorite Communist tergets as H. L. Hunt, ihe FBI and CIA, there
scems reason to suspect that Joesten's book and its exploitaticn ore part
of a planned Soviet propaganda operation.) Tass, reporting on 5 lovember
on the deposit of autepsy photograplis in the lational Archives, said that
the refusnl to give wide public access to them, the disappearance of &
number of documents, and the mysterious death of more than 10 people, all
pake many Americans believe Fennedy was killed as the result ol a con-
spiracy. fhe radio transmitters of Frugue and Warsaw used the anniversary
of the assassination to gttack the Warren report. The Bulgarian press con-
ducted a campaign eon the subject in the second half of October; & Gresk

Communist newspaper, Avel, placed the bluwne on CIA on 20 November. Signi-
ficantly, the start of this stepped-up campaign coincided with a Soviet

(survey Cont.)
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durmani thut the U.S. Enbassy in Moscow stop distributing the Hussian-
lznguage edition of the larren report; llewsveek commented (12 Se=ptember)

that the Soviets apperently "did not went mere facts to get in their
vay."

(survey) 3
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