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Ysver before have respected public figures demsnded to be heard end scknowledged
as expert in their opinions by proclaiming their ignorence of that of which
they speak.

But never before has an Americen president been assassinated snd con-
signed to history with the dubious epitsph of & wenting inguest.

The third smniversary of the murder of John F. Kennedy was marked by
the Fresident, Governor John B. Connslly of LTexss, members of the former
Commission of Inquiry and of Congress, some on the staff of the iﬁ:ﬁ:: Fresident
and 8n sssortment of editorislists and peolemicists, with well-publicized stabe-
ments all beging with s variation of "I do not lmow whaet I am tal king sbout but...”

The FPresident knew of no new avidence but if there were some the Commissim
would lonk into it. Only the Commlission discharged the function he sssigned it
when on September 24, 1964 it handed him its “eport. And the question is not slone
one of new evidence. There is nothing wrong with much of the "old" evidence
thaet wes misrepresented, ignored, tempered with and destroyed.

The Y, vernor of Texass, fortunatelx to hive esceped the sssessinstion
with his 1if> and but seven wounds, reiterated his conviction that he wes struck
by & bullet other than the first to hit JFK. At the same time Connslly meintsined
the basic conclusions of the Report were right. Had he but the slighest under-
standing of the Commissi on's own conclusions and evidence, he would have kmow
thst the entire Hepart. is wronz unless he and the late President hsd all seven
non-fatal wounds inflicted by the single non-fatel bullet of the three the
Vommission said were fired, it having sccounted Tor the other two: cne exnloded
in JFX's head, disspetinz its energy snd csusing nn other injuries; the other

missed the motorcade entirely.



UPl'g
Merriman Smith,/senior ‘hite House reporter and timxmwmxhsxwomxiihe

winner of the Pulitzer Prize for his essessinstion reporting, firmly established
an unertifulated clsim to being the only man in the world who didn't know where
he wes when he learne: the President had been shot snd on the te sis of that
and other lesrned inaccuracies (ne didn'"t %now the weather, either) sssailed
me® snd others who insist we must have the truth sbout the sssassination and
its offieisl investigetion.

While the Fresident wes hiding behing the blood-relstionship of the
fhen sttorney egen general, saying "The late, beloved President's brother"
wes in charge end "I certeinly would think he woukd have & very thorough
interest in seeinz thet the truth wes made evident", ignoring the common
knowledge thet Hobert {ennedy hes, quite properly, disassociated himself from
the inveatigation =nd thereby, now snd in history, eliminated smny allegation
of vindictive motivation snd the former staff lawyers were hiding behind the
robes of the Chief Justice-Cheirmen, pundits like Roscoe Drummond sverred that
to believe the Seport in error was to believe there was s monster ceonspirascy,
extending downward fron the Supreme Court through the cherwoman with least
seniority in the Department of Justice and the Governor ettempted his own kind
of McCarthyism in calling for sn investigation of the government's eritics while
slandering them ss litersry scavengers.

From this we may sssume thet LIFE, for which he reheshed his Commission
testimony, peid him nothing, for certainly the Governor would not eall himself
a scavenger, literary, journsistic or prlitical. May we also assume that he
also sttecked those whose sin was seying he wes right was without insoirstion,
say from Weshington, and thset his subsequent silence cen be attributed to his
belsted comprehension of his monumentsl stupidity? Having no mean of retrest,
for he insisted - and rishtly, I'm confident - th;t he was struck by s spearste

bullet, he had the simple choice between the slender he decided upon and the

umbrage of his political mentor.



Gerteinly the Gov rnor did not have in mind House Minority Leader
Ggrsld FTord, whose "Pnrtrsit of the assassin” was the first book on the subject.
ﬁacause we s tsxpeyers subsidized the lesrning thet Ford, as & Commission member,
brought to his task, we might heve expected more of his literary effort. But then,
porsibly beceuse he delegsted his writing es he hed had to delegate his reposib
responsibilities as s Commission member, he hed less knowledge then his writing,
or at lesst the writingz that bears his nsme end that of a"collsborator", required.
It is not likely that the resppearsnce of the Congressmen's book in psperback
inspired Connelly's outburst.

The writingsof Schlessinger, Sorensen, Evelyn Lincoln, Neany Shaw
snd even Jeanne Dixon srs hardly troubling to the Governor, elthough they
mey be sttributed to the sssassinstion - their success, in esny event, cen be.

Nor cen we conaider that the Governor hed in mind the troubled
mil ioaire-to-be Willism “enchester, With Manchester gettiﬁg en initial
4685,000 from LONK alone, in the immortal words of Merrimen Smith, "for
openers", he is hardly in the scsvenger class.

Simply becsuse I hsve yet to bresk even, despite the success of
my own two books, I kgow he did not mesn me.

Few possibilities remsin but Mark Lane, the one snd only one named
by Connslly. With his book at the top of the non-fiction best-seller list,
Lane finally has & nest egg, with more to come. Mot ss much es lianchester,
end not ss much to come es Manchester. And so it is & crime for Lane sand
his publisher to meke @ profit from a vobk the reading public has voted
for so dremstically.

it is not, younwill understend, acrime for the HRoscoe Drummonds
(mesning most of the columnists), the e‘itorial writers, the Merrimen Smiths
snd the editors of TIME. For them to be peid to defend the government is not

scavenging. The determination is thus clesr: only those who criticize the

government sre scavengers., These writers snd their publishers (in my case we



sre one) must either write and publish without infome or we sre vil isins,
terrible people, profitéering on s presidentis]l assassination.

Look, which paid this fentsstic sum for four selections from lianchester
and is using them end the attendent s=nsstion to cover & rise in selling price
of the magazine ( while refouping helf its investment with the first Turopean
sublettings), sre entitled to the benefits of the free enterprize system while
Lene, Holt Rinehsrt & '/{nston and I on the harpy dsy to which I so lonk forward
when we switch from red to blsck ink sre note.

*t is somehow honorsble to write for pepers, magezines, radio s&nd
TV stations and networks snd even book publishers if you maintein the govarn-
ment cen domend hes done no wrong while it is less than honorable to bs paid
for whst was once considered the discherge of the neigh to sacred responsibility
of the writer, criticism of wrongdolng snd error.,

Cast in the role of the defender of my competitor i;ne, with whom I
have serious doetrinal differences, I sm comforted by the renewed asssult by
thet eminent Valifornis barrister Jnseph Bell who in the New York Times of
anuary 4 wishes me well in the New Yesr with the prediction I em & literary
scavenger, ot lesst t6-be. Ball' specialty is long=distence sssaults. He is mong
am 8mong the mejority of the counsel of the former Commission in delining to
maeke them face to fmce, such ss in a TV speclal requested by the former counsel
wheo then lost interest when they learnsd I was to confront them.

Yhen the Presient President wss murdered, our society recoversd rapidly.
"hen his sccused sssassin was murdered while in the e honds of publie suthority
end only beecsuse mublie authoruty made it possible, out society begen to come
spart. In the two days of his pre-murder ecaptivity, Lee Harvey Oswald was
publicly - even ostentatiously - denied a1l of his constitutional rights,
including that to c-unsel of his own choice. The Commission, of which the learned

counsel Ball wss an important umm functionsry, found itself uncompromised in

overlooking this end the evidencs thet so overwhelmingly esteblish it, If Ball



or any of his associetes emong the Commission's counsel were at all perturbed
by this blsatant and in itself suspect vislation of our most fundemental law

I reesll no public protest from s single one of them, before they began to
draw generous compensstion from the public till or after.

If there was only one lawyer in the country who adhered to the
traditions of his profession and the glery of our law, it ix was my compe titor
Merk Lane. At his sbuse before the Commission 10.% of its lawyers, sside from
those who participeted in it, from whom we can ex-ect no more, were 100% silent.
He has yet to be called a lsgel scavenger or sn smbulance chaser. With the kind
of fees ¥x the Bsll lsw firm mxmefiy exacts, fees that meke possible its
attracting Governor Pat Brown in his returement from polities, silence on this
point is understendable,

With 8ll these compleints of scavengings, whet is missing besides
fece-to-face confrentetions, is documentation of error. +t is true thet
Merriman Smith seid I was wrong on the first page about the weasther snd
the nrganization of the motorcade and with this "for openers" why go farthur.
But i% is slso true thet Smith's sre the most conspicuoysly inaccurate writings
in e field in which ineccuraey rivsl ven=lity. Findinz there is something
scendalous in my havinz been s farmer. he nonetheless plesded a lack of experience
in public speaking when I challenged him to s debete before his peers in the
Nationel Press Club suditorium, giving him, as one does with duels, the choice:
his st ory, my books, the work of the Ceommission, or sny combinetion of his
chosing. Little does Smith understand thet his "Thank you, Mr. President"

#ove him grester TV exposure then I hed ever dresmed of., “hen I suggested thset
he was not without experience inwriting, witness his Pulitzer Prize, and was
certainly the world's outstending expert on his own story, and proposed a
written debste in any Ho journal of his mum selection, in which I would give
him my writing in sdvence so he could devote sll of his space to rebuttal, he

wes silent in writing. I ewsit his snswer. But he took to radio and TV to ask

"Who do you believe, T, Edger Eooyer ©F @ Marylend turkey farmer." The turkeys



ere “nithés. I hete them. . never reised them end sveid eating them,

Bell end his collesgues were invited to confront Lane, Leo Sauvage,
Pern “ones and me on TV in New York the end of August. Hone showed. One of
Pal1l's betser-known collesgues has declined not fewer then s helf-dozen T
electronic confrontstions with me. finother, who I expected to find in & New York
TV studio on December 5, found this inexpedient. Seversl days later I expected
him in a Chicego radio studio. Instesd there was his request thet he hsve s
cory of my second book rushed to him in Cslifornis so he could better understand
or dicuss discuss my first. Not,munderstand, that he -sid for the first zimze
in the five months following his order of 1t, or had snswered the challenge
thet accompenied it, So I expected him in & San Frensisco radio station several
days later. He was not there, but there were slanderous phone-ins.

Finelly I got to Los Angeles, where he lives and where, I understood,
he wss to debate me on TV. Insteed I was informed that his sudden snd urgent
need to consult the Hationsl "rchives dictsted his departure for Weshington
on a Saturdey, when the Archive is closed, so, I presume, he could work there
on Synday when I wuld heve sssumed it was slso closed,

Instead these eminent lawyers, expert inblending slander with inuendo,
prefer the columns to which they heve sccess to the practise of the skills vhich
earn them their living end feme. It can hardly be ergued that they cannot debste.
Nor can it be inferred that they sre nfsmilisr with the work of the Commission.
Whet is certain is that they do not dare face those who have stidied their
work on thet Commission. They leave their defense to champions, s concept of
law and justice as sncient as their deviees.

Instead of » dislogue on this touchstone issue of our day, sn open
evalueltion of the zovernment's investigatiion of the murder of its former head,
8 dialogueizi vbich such pessionste psrtisans es these writers and lawyers
should ache, we find they ure the “arney Oldfield's of the law and the Pssvo

Hurmi's of journslism. For debste they substitute insult end evesion. Thus

they carve their own memorials, for history is beinz written. Their menufacture



of it ended with their Report. Their compuragtions do nnt work.

Can en ‘mericsn Fresident be murdered snd e single queationx it is
withing the capaicty of man to ensver remain unensweredty If this happens, as it
hes, is eny President ever safe: Or the inswitution of ££a presidency, or our

’

society¥
' These questions-dmxxm there sre many- do remein, for the Commission's
own best evidence is contrary to its conclusions. They remein because the magoi
ma jority of our people do not believe the gobernment's accounting of the assassina-
tion. They remain becsuse the Commission, pre-eminently its counsel who in this
es in 811 similar cases were responsible for the work, either perpetusted them
or fashioned them.

The cen end they must be addressed and answered. Only thus can we
recaepture our nationsl honor., The government will be much stronger, egain
entitled to the respect of its citizéns snd the doubting wdfld, if it re=lly
does investigate the essessinetion, mmething it never did, does it entirely
in publie, which it has not done, end, if it finds i% erred, publicly confesses
thet error snd pledges to do what can still be done %o atxone.

Slanders sell books. They do nét solve crimes, 'ie have the crime of

the century to solve,



