August 6, 1971
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I appreciate the fact
Since your letter

letter of August 3.
respond immediately so that you need not

me with these matters,
ore you will answer the questions contained in my
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orime does not establish his guilt

and
one

which in
8 guilt in
in ancther although, from certain perspectives, it can contribute to a supexr-

ficial case.
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Also, I do not find it particularly outstanding in itself that

ssethe fact that when Os
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not pull his gun until he was involved in a
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other than the act of an imnocent man, I cammot exclude

was the act of a man who felt his 1life was in danger
of us can reach into Oswald's mind
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that she was not at all
She added that

To begin with, she wvas "quite hysterical™ whem hxought in to view
line-up gyer although when

Marihan's "positive identification™
confronted with this in light of the fmot that she identified Oswald, she

167) In her testimony, she explicitly stated that

't sure” about Oswald's appearance, looking at him gave hexr

"oold chills,” which apparently induced the "identification.” (volume 3, pp. 310-11,)

I believe the record relating to Mrs.
of Oswald as the man she saw shoot Tippit demonstrates

positive,

she had never seen any one of four men in the
said "I thought you wanted me to describe their clothing.”

the ].’Jle-\mc (R‘m. Pe

while she "wasn

Before attending
Anocther attendent

other than Oswald
out without identifying him by Just

(3H335) Also, the line-up

He also related dn

icture of someons

been grossly unfalr.

There are also doubts about Mr, Scoggins' identification.
"You could have picked (Cswald)

& line-up on Satuxday, November 23, he viewsd Oswald’s picture in the paper

(Wl\ll. 3 P 3’5) which might have prejudiced hin.

ineident in which 1t seems he identified a p
out of a group of pletures ineluding Oswald's.

which Scoggine attended appears to

said,
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2, pe 261) Although the witness who gave this account was
othnuttm.humhhmohontdtw:pouummntm
line-up, Detective Leavelle. (see volume 7, p. 266)

The stories of the Davis sisters leave me with doubts about their
reliabllity as witnesses. For instance, contrary to the observations of
everyone else who observed this man, Mrs, “Charlie™ @avis thought he was
wearing a black or dark coat. (volume 3, p. 347) The official story is that
it wvas light gray. Her sister rembered five men in the line-uwp and actually
gawdmtptimofmhmgwlm&p.h&)m-thu-mw
4 men there (volume 24, p, W7
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But I am definately saying the Commission failed to his guilt even beyond
Teasonable doubt and it did not olhinutoothu-mﬂuu. il.e., that

he
was in fact set-up to appear as the murderer. I have doubts and cannot
Provide a conclusive answer either way. Had I been sitting on & jury and had
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only what is presented in the Warren Report to consider, I would have been
compelled to find Oswald innocent in the Tippit murder because his gullt
had not been proven beyond reasonable doubt.

Further, please understand that while I would welcome any comments you
may have on matters outside of what is addressed in my letter of July 12,
I have not specifically solicited your remarks in such cases, Thus if you
feel burdoned by responding to all I have written in this letter, please do
not feel obliged to consider everything in your response, Of course, Aif you
wish to remove the existing justifications for “doubts," you will have to
reconcile every point I have made, to my matisfaction. Still, my real
interest is for your response to my letter of July 12,

You next ask that I spell out to you "in complete detail™ those instances
of “reckless conduct” on the part of Commission investigators as well as
"indications that the Report is in fact "inaccurate.'™ This letter and that
of July 12 will have to suffice for this request. The instances I have in
mind are too nmumerous and detailed for me to present each to you. Also,
most do not relate to your work on the Commission so I would not consider it
proper to have you account for them, Everything which I have presented to
you entails the investigation which you conducted, thus, I believe, for which
you are accountable, My questions on other areas must go to the staff lawyers
who worked in those areas,

I do not understand the relevance of your comment concerning my question
about Erennan and his clothing description. You are absolutely correct that
"whumumhntwornmuitnmmtommtmmhmmdtohsn
diffmncumtutiwhm-aitumtmtmlfo:pnphtosnthemt
;.hing .;‘:t ‘5:;1;:%. n:h::fimnt eoI:clu-!.ons on what their observations were."
our po. Wo people who worked with Oswald gave directly opposing
accounts of the clothes he wore daily, I belleve, does not affect my point on

Eremnan, Th-mtlaofhistutlnwtouhiehldirwtcdmhnﬂnr
mncittht-Mhﬂunnmpmmmmmuthcmho
saw in the window, Brennan's account of what the man in the window wore
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Se I think there 1s a firm basis for my point here. Further, I did not
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scope of vision for “pxoof.” However, cauthén to you is that a chain 4s only




reasoning toward a conclusive proof, obviously
reasoning must be sound., Thus, while things
wmtucmtm.ﬂwmtmohntmdona
"weak 1ink" is a serious threat to the strength of
A conclusion based on a continuous series of
a conclusion at all, but more a supposition

some “broad perspective.” ~

I hope this letter has been of ﬂnooto 80 you REY now
ﬁﬁummmmmuuupmmmu1nwor

I am indeed looking forward to your response.
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