~t

Wld ADLRZ. L Be. 7, Frederiel Ty 2P0 R0 a3 18

Zeer 'r. Lercoer,

ey trorie fﬂr vour kInd note of wovember 3C ond $iw enclosed roola.
They were forw zm‘ sp 2 reasched ne tcday.

In rour esrlier coluan, "Donllas 4 Agaln", vou express niggivings sbous
the evilaros sbowing vsvsld wee oot the °s=aasin. I'd lLike to surgest three
thincs only for veur imediste2 consiterstion orn hhis:

There 1z no pollice treoseript of any ;ind of the Lotvereombione {2m
imwglbe there's be noar hed he confesseds ) The m@nos =ritten lsder, og I
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whet went on on the firet floor,
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the Goorugy, and 8 number ol relstad lacos in FEHQUCSHR UHLS
“hen tie bee't hod bhaen printed, s=vs far the indeX, sus. Lowelady okov
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note on this is on p. 294. I have e3zn picturee thut uamistafPrbly ere
lagy, t27en thot day snd suprressed, Hs 1s in exsctly the ahirt hi: sife deseribed,
1 vyeieve thot cemot bs the shirt in the .ligens picture, shich clesri; huc ic
tlzek or check Mttsm, es the chirt Uswsld wes Tesrive lsc hee note 4 0 vo clom nead
that Lle grest cere. I cen show you the resl &aval'mj‘piutu“” but azane ;oY

them for %they sre not "13' nropertye.
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moticn plctum thet 1 de: ~riw. it wse baken bpd sp;it-:
v ersisn says the first cho¥ wes fired. The wall i 1€ in
‘epen 17 inches., There was & telesco*;i" gicht atop the ;i‘lel ,
vary crific-l nne, The rifle, i Ao Incredible tegsimony i: believad, ned t- inve
rrojscts . fros that winfdew 47 W %0s Tired from ite Thers is ne rifls, oo =wn in
6 tositico to firs. The PUI uO\JfOF...IlS o0 sadz oizture i, T +hink, cul.atle,
tonktown ccurt .sit*‘inb on the murcer of ¢ uskid-row bum {m heve tel=rists  au~h an
sduce of evidence. The Uomiission fsiled to pubdish the cwictd -ve, irotesd ria-
repress r‘/iﬁt{?mn time 1% wa: faken by 10 r:n'mte... I think & ocuvatitutes phtoe
grephic ewidence tha! no shot wse fired from that winrdow, by Cgwsld or =nyoro
else,.
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MAX LERNER

November 30, 1967

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Hyattstown, Maryland 20734

Dear Harold Weisberg:
I thought the enclosed columns would interest you.
I have been careful to place your book in the larger

setting of the literature about the JFK plots, and also

to point out the real finds you include in the form of
the Dean Andrews interview.

Sincerely,

Max Lerner

ML :adv

(212) 944-9000
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tmww Dallas Again

Four years pftér Kennedy's assassination add the name of
a Haverford préfessor of philosophy, Josiah Thompson, to the
list of those who have shaken the public confidence in- the
Warren Commission Report, and place him right on top of the
list. He has worked hard on a “micro-study” of any bit of evi-
dence bearing on the killing, as if he were a one-man new
Warren Commission, re-investigating the greatest mystery of
our time, digging up everything as “a task in archeology.” He
has written a book—*“Six Seconds in Dallas”—with a Saturday
Evening Post preview ef. it. )

His conclusion is that it is sti]l a mystery; that the President’s
limousine was caught in a carefully prepared trap; that there
were four bullets fired by three gunmen stationed at different
points; that one of therx‘;, stationed in the Texas Book Depository
(who may not have been Oswald) fired the first and third shots,
both hitting the President; that a second gunman, firing from
a roofstop of a Houston St. building, hit Gov. Connally; that a
third, hidden behind a stockade fence in:front of the limousine,
fired the last shot, which rocked the President’s head back and
finished him. . '

If this “reconstruction” of the killing is valid (Thompson
himself leaves to the future ‘to decide whether it is “history,
semi-history, or fiction”), then at least two of the three gunmen
made their gateway safely dnd are still at large among us. He
refuses to speculate on who they may have been or what their
motives were, and contents himself with a scrupulous sifting
of the evidence of the killing itself.

* L # % -

What about Oswald? Thompson joins the growing list of
students who believe that Oswald did not fire a shot, although
he agrees there is no proof of this and that he may be wrong.
His theory is that there was one other man, or possibly two,
in that sixth-floor window of the Book Depository who used the
gun that was fired and left behind, and that they got away
through an unguarded back door. -

This seems to me the weakest part of his reconstruction, and
the most conjectural. Although the case against Oswald as sole
assassin has loopholes in it, the case for leaving him out of it
entirely has just as many. I suspect we shall have to leave him .
in it until we get other and better evidence, if ever, not only
because (as Dr. David Abrahamsen contends in a learned paper
published by the N. Y. Academy of Medicine) there was a fitness
for the crime in his life history and personality structure, but
because we have to torture too much of what is known in order
to support the necessary alternative theory of Oswald as dupe
and patsy as well as innocent.

The strongest part of the Thompson book lies in his disproof
of the theory that a single bullet passed through both Connally
and Kennedy. and his massing of evidence for the thenry of the
four bullets and the three directions from which they came.
From now on anyone wanting to support the single-killer theory,
with its accompanying position on the fascinating double-duty
bullet, wilk have to disprove Thompson’s reading of the evidence,
which on those issues is more careful and more powerful.than
the Warren Report.

% * &

Like others I have gone through several phases of belief since
the Kennedy killing. I reacted strongly at first again~t, any
conspiracy theory, whether of the far-out Left or the far-out
Right, and thought the Warren Report explained enoush to be
tolerablv acceptable. The first book that shook me up was Ed-




ward Epstein’s “Inquest,” which showed how sloppilv and hastily
the commission had reached its conclusions. When Jim Garrison
threw_his New Orleans bombshell I went down to see what he
had and for a moment was fascinated by it, but whila T have
not closed my mind to his theory it strikes me as wilder than
justified by any base of evidence he can produce. (I shall discuss
Harold Weisberg’s new book, “Oswald in New Orleans,” in an-
other piece.) It was not until Thompson’s book that I became
clear in my mind about some kind of collaborative shooting, and
- about the trap that had been set for the President.

The American universities, which have had to take some
rough treatment recently, can point to some decidedly non-ivory
tower books on the Warren Report. Fnstein did his bnnl as a
graduate student thesis at Cornell, Richard -Popkin, author of
“The Second Mswald,” is a philosophv nrofessor at UCT.A, while
Thompson, a Ph.D. recently out of Yale, is teaching philosophy
at Haverford and has a new book on Kierkegaard.

Evidently a few sturdy minds survive even the kind of grad-
uate school fare we now dish out to them, or perhaps they even
thrive on it. Maybe Thompson will leave Kierkegaard alone for
a while, and turn to the big problem remaining in the assassina-
tion: who were the three men, where did they come from, what
plot did they form, by what strange drives were they moved?




Max Lerner

The Kennedy Plots

On the fourth anniversary of President Kennedy's assassina-
tion the river of books on it keeps rolling along. One man who
doubtless has been reading all the new ones is District Attorney
-Jim Garrison of New Orleans, who has entered on a monumental
and endless hegira in quest of a New Orleans plot to kill the
President. Certainly he has read Harold Weisberg’s new paper-
-back, “Oswald in New Orleans: Case of Conspiracy with the
CIA” which I infer from the fact that he wrote a foreword
for it, and also from his heavy reliance on Weisberg’s two
earlier books (“Wihtewash” and “Whitewash II").

If he has also read Sylvia Meagher’s “Accessories After the

Fact,” he will have found a good deal of common ground in her
long, knowledgeable and highly detailed _Indictment of the
Warren Commission, although he will be depressed at the
author’s blast in her closing pages against Garrison’'s own'
methods and against the Warren critics who support him, “con-
doning tactics- which they might not’condone on the part of
others.” . , .
- Finally he must have read Josiah Thompson’s “Six Seconds
in Dallas,” which I discussed in my last piece, and which recon-
structs a death trap by three gunmen rather similar to the plan
for a “tirangulated” firing which Garrison has- atiributed to
Dave Ferrie, presumably the “mastermind” of the New Orleans
plot. Ferrie either died naturally or killed himself before Garrison
could arrest him and Garrison has been trying ever since to nail
down the plot without the master-plotter. .

¥ % %

For most of the anti-Warren authors, as for Garrison him-
-self, there are two plots that seem to worry them: one is what-
ever version of an anti-Kennedy plot they plump for; the other
is a presumed government plot (through the commission itself,
the FBI, the Justice Dept. and the CIA) to keep the truth about
the assassination plot hidden from the people. :

Some form -of an anti-Kennedy plot now seems possible to
me, but I confess that I cannot see a deliberate government plot
to cover up the crime and protect the criminals.

What I see instead is a bias toward a single-assassin theory
on the part of the commission and its staff, because they were
in a hurry and because it fitted more facts than any other theory.
Once they had adopted this position they were not overanxious.
to follow up leads that might unsettle it. ) .

In addition the underground agencies—FBI and CIA—may

‘well have had additional reasons for not wanting some of their,

past activities exposed to public view, for the same reason thaiz
every secret ageéncy in the world finds ways of shielding itse
from exposure and humiliation. (For instances from the record
of the major nations today, see the shrewdly informative new
book by David Wise and Thomas B. Ross, “The Espionage Es-
tablishment.”) . . .

: % * *

Garrison’s foreword to the Weisberg book, in which he says
nothing about the book itself, is a brilliantly sulphurous attack
on the American governmental agencies in Orwellian terms, as
“Big Brother” and the “Ministry of Truth,” involved in “a thought-
control project in the best traditions of 1984,’" and intent on re-
writing the history of the past (the assassination) in order to
control the future. - ’

The excessiveness of his language may be an index also of
the excessiveness of his methods in trying to crack the ‘New
Orleans “plot” of which he has convinced himself beyond doubt
and redress. He has gone too far to retreat: “They must con-
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quer or die who have no retreat.” The array ot opponents ne
has taken on marks him as reckless or quixotic.

I read Weisherg’s new book eagerly, and was not even too
badly hobbled by his chaotic sequence and his endless diversions,
because I wanted to discover what his friend Garrison had de-
veloped in terms of broad strategy:or hard evidence since I talked
with him in New Orleans. S S

What ‘I found, to my delight, were two long documentary
portraits of Dean Andrews, the “jivetalking 'lawyer” who had
done some legal work for Oswald in New Orleans. This is the
Andrews who told of knowing a “Clay Bertrand,” whom Gar-
rison is intent on proving to have been Clay Shaw, now awaiting
trial. His interview with Wesley Liebeler, the Warren Commis-
sion staff member, and even more his telephone interview with
Bob Scott, of radio station WNAC in Boston, are the stuff of
great documentary literature, with a racy Andrews style of
talking that puts-all the hep-cat novelists to shame.

: L * ® ‘ :

But this galety is less than proof. Nor do the attacks on
the single-assassin version add up to an alternative scenario of
who the actual plotters were, and why they killed Kennedy. That
remains for the years ahead, if ever,

The Warren Commission, whatever its detailed mistakes,
made one massive blunder—that of closing its inquiry. It should
have rendered an interim “Not Proven” report, and kept the
inquiry open-ended until the pieces fitted into a better pattern
than they did then or now. ) ’




