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To the Editor: 

Your ,Feb. 20 editorial' "Mickley on 
Amnesty" contained some errors of 
fact, I would appreciate the opportu-
nity to set the record straight. 

My original letter on, this subject, 
sent to The Times on Feb. 23, was 
refused publication on the grounds 
that it exceeded The Times' word 
limit for letters to the edtbr. There-
fore, in this letter I have not at-
tempted to answer all of The Times' 
historical and factual errors but only 
the major ones. 

First, your suggestion that I made 
my statement in order to share the 
publicity given our returning p.O.Wcy.  
is in error. When I madearTalikements 
to visit St. Albans Tospital, the spe-

prisoners' return 
(SurtAv.,; 	11 had not yet been 

ade public by Hanoi. How then 
could I have pl ed my appearance 
to coincide with an action the date 
of which I could not possibly have 
known? 

My statement n amnesty specifi-
cally referred to general amnesty for 
"draft dodgers and deserters," follow-
ing the termination of hostilities. This 
was made clear in The Times' own 
story on my amnesty views (Feb. 15). 
How, then, do your examples of am-
nesty demonstrate I was "wrong" in 
stating that such specific amnesty is 
historically unprecedented? 

President Washington's amnesty 
(which, contrary to your assertion,  

was not unconditional) to those who 
took part in the Whisky Rebellion had 
nothing to do with draft evaders or 
deserters. Nor did President Adams' 
pardtm , to the Pennsylvania insurrecs 
tionists. More than that, in this case 
pardon was not general, as it was not 
extended to those_wbo had'been in-, 
cbcted and convistLeiL To suggest ;-.:ktra---  
the amnesties 6177effersoni Viacason 
and Jackson somehow}acre historic 
precedents for.4 	'amnesty for 
drdt evader and deserters in the 
Vietnam war is to be, at the very 
least, disingenuous. 

The: Times and I disagree as to the 
ty ,of general amnesty for draft . 

evs and deserters. I am willing 
to bear up under that burden. Yet 
the least The Times could have done 
was to let its readers know that in 
my statement on amnesty I said: 

"I do riot see the issue as one of 
vindictiveness versus compassion. In-
stead, I see it as one in which we 
must appeal to history and to our 
sense of jtistice in order to determine 
the proper, course to follow. A general 
amnesty is clearly not the answer. 
But I ha.ve no dmilit that if the 
young men now 1;iiring abroad will 
return home, acknowledge their errors 
and face the music, they will find our 
eotu.ts and our society as compas-
sionate as ,any in the world." 

JAMES L. BUCKLEY 
U.Si. Senator from New York 

Washington, March 5, 1973 
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