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; Last week, the nation imarked the
“third a.nnlversa.ry of the a,ssasslnatlon'

of President John ‘F. Kennedy The

--ghock, the disbellef and the grief of
‘that moment.of recent history has, in
lirge measure, faded. But the ques-

tions that arose on.the afternoon of

J November 22, 1963, are still being asked.

¥y ) The Warren Commission,
f : funderwok to answer those questions,
i-is under heavy fire. In books and maga-

:  zines, in thinly veiled works of fiction,

; in: plays and from lecture platforms.

:raround the world, the commission’s

< work has been assalled as either slip-

i shod or ‘deliberately misleading.-
" The outcery over the commissions
- findings, which started in the lunatic

which -

Leave It Alone

ficials and police depa.rtmentq of a score
of state and city governments.

. And the commission investigation,
far from being a slipshod affair, was
almost certainly the most exhaustive
study of a crime ever undertaken. Dur-
ing the 10 months of the study, the
- commission mobilized and utilized every

‘me Secret Service and the elected of- ~

' federal and state investigative body.

Some 27,000 individual interviews were
. conducted by or on behalf of the com-
. mission. Expert witnesses and the most

advanced technological resources were

called into action before the official
ﬂndlng was made.

There is not now, nor can there
ver be, an absolute certainty about the

“‘fringe, has picked up influential and « Yateful events that ‘combined to pro-
. .respected support. Leading publications®l Huce the' tragedy in Dallas. All that

" —among them Life Magazine and they

New York Times—have come to the
: eonclusion that the best interests of
- the natlon would be served if the case
. were: reopened
.We do ynot agree.. ' !
N Given the . circumstances of the
.. dssassination and the subsequent killing
" of the chief suspect, it was inevitable
tha.t the questions should arise. Nor 1is

‘investigation was handed up.

-] % ossion has set out purposely to mis-

g} ead the nation by covering up some

wiul truth is to argue a patent ab-
surdity that can appeal only to unrea-

' |soning devotees of the conspiracy theory
fof history.: The whitewash theory must
presuppose a plot led by the chief justice

" fof the United States and the congres-
sional leaders of both parties with the
active participation of the FBI, the CIA,

i

But to argue that the Warren Com-“%

e commission could possibly do was
provide the best informed interpre-
tation of exactly what happened and
exactly why it happened. Such inter-

%, Pretation is, of necessity, open to criti-
~ cism and to second guessing by those

- wlth‘;ﬂ_m.ﬁxd wWith_books to_sell

or with hone oubts. -

‘But the fact remains—as 7. Edgar

*" Hoover ha,s pointed out—that one
»1Hn any way surprising that the doubtsy eshred o ce not_ay e
- persist after the verdict of the ofﬁctaWe

sleuths and the doub . Any
new com on erefore be
- considering precisely the same set of
facts. It is difficult to conceive that it

" ‘would come up with any finding other,

than that Lee Harvey Oswald, acting
alone, assassinated the President of the

* United States. -

And the questions and doubts—the

~ inevitable legacy of Dallas—would re-

main. Let us, therefqre, leave well

enough alone, . !
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The Editor
The Evening Ster
Desr Sir,

With the lemuinge-like compuleion that charscterizes the work of the
Verren Comnission ond in com-on with mést ol the press, you persist, in youf
editorisl of rnov.28 in defending the Report by staking the personsl integrity of
the members of the Comnission on it. This is neither‘logiculi nor right. The )

Repert c¢sn be d-fended only by fact:is it right® You position flys into the face
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of the entire concept of U.S. laew. We do no exnect 1ﬁtallibléty of public servants,
but we do expect snd profide f&r the rectification of error.

Hever beforec haes proclaimed ignorance been accepted as suthority, but tﬁe
pepers recently hsve be:n full of stntemsnts from verious officials sll, io one
form or zncth=> soying, "I do not Xnew what I anm tslking aboul, dbutee.® Anﬁ then,
it scems, they suy the books they huven't reed are wroug. I have yet to heve an
error in WIITEVACH:THE RIPORT O “UE VARREN FEPORT, called bo my’attention,iﬂndli
heve scen to it shut moat of the neople most conerrne i hed coples, that mos% of
*he co:respondents, reviewers and »ditors hed the first coples. ‘

It is not true that far the Report 4 be wrong thers hud fe be ¢ mcnster
conspirucy involving everyone fro~ the “nief Justice dotvm to the most juniop chare
womsn in ths Department of Justice. Yo poarsist iz this false emd illogicel oubpour-
ing mey well destroy the iutegrity c¢f the members of the Comnission, who can be
wrong without being corrupt. i+ mey destroy their defense, which 1s quite possible.
And it mey in the end, when the truth is reslly understood, meke tne ultiuste
shock gréater and the possibility of publi. under.tending less likely.

| Neither in VHITEWASH nor in its coming sequel, WHITEWASH II, do I asssult
the integrity of the wembers of the Commission., A& carefgx reeding of my work by those
not intendins to swing sxes will show this. |

It 1s time for = little lews rhetoric and & little more fsct, for sn end:Z;r

-



Cea

endless non-sequeturs snd evesions (4 hsve seen nothing that, I know of

nothing that, etc.). It is 2lso time for a little more honesty on the pert

of those who mske their livings writing for newspepers snd for the newspepers thet
mskes & profit from ssles. Is it somehow more reprehensible to be pald for writing

& book thet it is a newe story or sn editoriel, evil to #ell bo-ks but not

" pepers snd megszinesi

’

But, for the record, with WHITEWASH in 22,500 copies, + have yet %o
get ® cent from my work.

It is also time to stop kiddines the people with the childish line

.abant."new.evidence!, .Whet. is wrong with the old evidence theat was destroyed, . ... .l...

mutilated, misrepresented end ignoreds

.

Sincerely yours,

Hufold “elsberg

Dear ¥r, Seib,

if this is longer thsn you hed in mind, pleuse cubt it @3 you br whoever
hendles the lctters dosires. | | |

I wuld heve‘liked to have written more, snd would peftigulsrly li%e the
time 1o do sce Ve urgently need sn honest dialog;ue, #ith the ypropasgsnds fcf once
forgotien, or the nstionsl trsuma thst can result is w rheps beyonﬂ?culcul&tion.
Men effort to bezin this, I hsve chullenged to debéte, in sny iorum, sull ﬁhose
wno h=ve written viclously. Hdt one tas accepted, including Merrimen Smith, the
one men ir the world who doesn't know where he wus when the I[resident vos killed -
end he wes there snd got the Fulltzer Irize for being thersl Imith declinehito
debste me ot the Netionsl Press Club on his story, my book, the work of th; Commission,
or any combinntion of nis chosing, Ue has imored my wlt-rpative chrlleage, to
debeteé;ﬁzgi,writing on his story, vwith my plece to be submitted to him in advence

80 thet e c2uld usa hie antire sorce 4r rofutetiom, This wind of writine {8 not helpful,




