b

[APPROVED FOR RELEASE 2025 UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER 14176]~~~-—-~“

LSS ASSIHEATI(N On Apiil 15 1979, WO
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Kennedy would remain
the coming Presidential Election, regardless

on the sidelines during

whether the Democratic Convention in Miami.’

will want to draft him or not” WO continued:
“Back in 1963 shortly after President Kenmedy's
assassination, Robert F. Kennedy, while he was
still Attorney General, conducted his own investi-
gation of the death of his brother. That private in-
vestigation, which ran parallel with the official

“inquiry into the magnicide conducted by the War-
‘ren Commission, was featured by trips to this

country by an Inspector Hamilton, former Chief
Inspector of Scotland Yard, Hamilton . .. had been
retained by Bobby to help unravel the real truth
about the murder of JFX. . .. Hamilton zeroed on
the fact that the assassination of John Kennedy

had occurred very shortly after his brother Bobby'

had made some preliminary moves of taking direct,
personal control of the U.S. Central Intelligence
Agency, whose leadership he blamed for the Bay
of Pigs fiasco. Hamilton, following the ‘cui pro-
dest’ (“‘whom does it benefit?”) reasoning, reached
the conclusion that Bobby’s move to seize ¢ontrol
of the CIA had something to do with murder of

2. o .
fis elder brother. . .. Teddy has become convinced
‘of the correctness of Hamilton’s conclusion, and,
furthermore, considers it to have been further vin-

~dicated by Bobby’s own death—which occurred

within a matter of days after he threw his hat into
the presidential ring and was on the way to putting
himself in the position to take over the free-
spending, powerful cloak-and-dagger agency.”
When in the spring the Presidential campaigns
of Muskie and ITumphrey faltered, Teddy Ken-
nedy weakened under pressure and permitted his
cohorts to stealthily start his Presidential cam-
paign, but was abruptly stopped by the attempted

~ assassination of George Wallace. The Wallace as-

12 ©oept LYfZ

The Soviet XGB and the CIA both conduct
schools for assassins and frequently complement
each other, as in the instance of Che Guevara
where the XGB set up the Afgentine—bom revolu-
tionist for the CIA to ambush him.

WO on June 15, 1968, reporting on the Guevara
assassination, stated: “the killing was done by
agents of our own Central Intelligence Agency,
sometimes called ‘Murder Unlimited’ . . . Cuevara
was ‘fingered’ for the CIA by the Soviet police
(XGB).”

The.equa‘ﬂy murderous Isracli secret political
police are also specialists in poHtical homicide and
frequently work in cooperation with CIA and KGB.

The public opinion polls have constantly indi-
cated that Kennedy could defeat Nixon.

In the interim between now and 1976 T eddy
intends to ingratiate himself with both Moscow
and Tel Aviv, and be the anointed Communist-
Zionist successor of Nixon i the White House.
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sassination plot followed almost exactly the pattern

of the Kennedy assassinations.

Teddy was scared. He told his courtiers to desist
from all efforts to secure his presidential nomi-
nation, but to continue bluffing that he was po-
tentially available in order that he could exercise
more power at the National Convention.

Teddy wanted McGovern nominated because he
was the weakest candidate, most likely to be de-
feated and thus leave the door wide open for Teddy
in 1976. Teddy knew that both Soviet Russia and
Israel are anxious to have Nixon re-elected and
that any candidate who would seriously jeopardize
Nixon's re-election is in mortal danger.
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LabNEN quarters recently came out with

Eﬂ’;‘;é\é RIS the “information” that Sen. Edward
NI M. Kennedy (D-Mass) would at
the last moment storm the Democrat Convention
and grab ‘the Presidential nomination, according
to political insiders no such move is in the making.
They cite the following fact, which has been kept

'E_? EEEE«?’?% %E? Although officials at GOP Head-

" secret for nine years, to back their certitude that

Teddy will remain on the sidelines during the
coming Presidential election, regardless of whether
the Democrat Convention in Miami will want to
draft him or not. : )

Back in 1963, shortly after President Kennedy's
assassination, Robert F. Kennedy, while he was
still Attorney-General, conducted his own investi-
gation of the death of his brother. That private in-

' vestigation, which ran parallel with the official’

inquiry into the magnicide conducted by the War-.
ren Commission, was “featured by trips to this
country by an Inspector Hamilton, former Chief
Inspector of Scotland Yard. Hamilton, an old
friend of Joseph D. Kennedy, with whom he had
many contacts during the latter’s ambassadorship
in London, had been retaincd by Bobby to help
unravel the real truth about the murder of J.F.K.

After long conferring with the members of the
Kennedy family and making a few discreet sound-
ings with his own contacts, Hamilton zeroed on
the fact that the assassination of John Kennedy
had occurred very shortly after his brother Bobby
had made some preliminary moves of taking direct,

.personal control of the U.S. Central Intelligence

Agency, whose leadership he blamed for the Bay
of Pigs fiasco. Hamilton, following the “cui pro-
dest” (“whom does it benefit?”) reasoning, reach-

ed the conclusion that Bobby’s move to seize con-

‘trol of the C.1A. had something to do with the
murder of his elder brother.

After Bobby’s own assassination in 1968, it is not
known whether Teddy has the documentation
Bobby had collected in his private investigation
‘or whether it has been destroyed.

But apparently Teddy has become convinced of
the correctness” of Hamilton’s “conclusion, and
furthermore, considers it to have been further vin-
dicated by Bobbys own death—which occurred

- within a matter of days after he threw his hat into

the presidential ring and was on the way to put
himself again in the position to take over the
free-spending, powerful cloak-and-dagger agency.

Teddy Kennedy receives an average of about
ten death threats a week via anonymous phone
calls and letters. Voice prints of the phone calls

] Oy -0 (

and copies ot the letters are turned over to the
U.S. Secret Service. None of the culprits have been
apprehended. Incidentally, it has been decided
that Kennedy does not need Secret Service pro-
tection since he is a “non-candidate.” All the
other announced presidential candidates have a
Secret Service detail assigned for their protection
during the campaign. Significantly, as previously
reported in WO, Dr. Henry A. Kissinger exercises
direct control over the CIA, FBI, Secret Servic

and all other security and intelligence agencies%
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FORMER Secretary of De-

* fense Robert MeNamara
‘mused one evening last win-
~fer on an odd fact about the
. *“record” he left behind him
g“m the files,” as he said.

-:The odd fact was that the
iwo mien who knew most
Yabout that record—one of
_ithem as chief among those
cecompiling it,
.personal  confidante—were
~dead. The {first was Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense
John T. MeNaughion. The
second was Robert Kennedy.
It was Robert Kennedy
“who encouraged McNamara
-to leave behind him an
" objective record of the deci-
_sion-making process which
led his country from a game
of bluff against a lot of little
“men in black pajamas to a
. devastating and terrible
S war.
- On two occasions,
Namara recalled Me-
- Naughton presenied him
with drafts of the records,
and on two occasions Mc-
Namara scent them back for
redrafling. The fault he
found was that both drafts
‘were foo kind to Robert
‘McNamara. Feo wanted to
leave_a record behind him—

Me-

the other as

not a justificalion. This is
like MeceNamara and it was
like Kennedy, and by the
ecarly part of 1967 when the
record was bedun the two

i

friends were having grave

doubts about the feasibility

“as well as the morality of

what we were doing in Viet-
nam. ]

" That is why the record is
so valuable—because .it is
honest, to the point of being
self-defeamatory. It is as
thoiigh a man going bank-
rupt could set apart for a
moment his terrible anx-
iety, and resolve that no
matter what happened {o
him, he would take the time
to search his moemory and
put down on paper the an-
swer to the question, ‘Hm\
did it come about?”

That is also why it is wise

to read the record with the
knowledge that it was con-
ceived and compiled by men
who had become convinced
that they had made errors
not Only in judgment. but
in morality. No record con-
fined to aclion can ever
show molives, But it ecan
raise questions about mo-

_ tives and this one dezs.
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Did the war planners é'c~
tually conspire {o deceive
the Amdrican pepole, or did
{hey {ind themselves deceiv-
ing the American People in
order to deceive Hanoi?
~Did President. Johnson
ctell untruths to the Ameri-
can people in order to help
win an election, or had he
convinced himself that the

“vontingency plans he had -

authorized would always be
plans and never realities?
Was the talk of provoca-
tion which the record re-
veals actually put into effect
at the Tonkin Gulf, or did

Tonkin Gulf come as a not
The -

unpleasant surprise?
record suggests deception
but proves only error.

Of ervor there is no doubt.

It comes in small detail and
in large-design. How could
anybody of William Bundy's

intelligence write memo-
randa about bombing so ber-
eft of intellectual queality as
to suggest he had never
heard of {he Stralegic
Bombing Survey?

How could Gen, Maxwell

Taylor and Ambassador
Henry Cabot TLodge sce so

clearly that there was no

2.

. praisal, but for more

i

lu

Ql\_, J’L X i

6 Sy

3

g’overnmént to' defend in
South” Vietnam

and then’

proceed to suggest means of‘

defeending it?
How

could leaders th'

depend upon intelligehce in-,

formation ignore the ClA
estimates that the course
they’ were following was
likely to be fruitless and in
any event was unnecessary?

And how could leaders of
the most powerful country
in the world decide that
their failure to frighten an
insignificant government
into surrender by a-show of
force called, not for reap-
and
more force until at last the
alternative to reappraisal
was obliteration and the
danger of obliteration in re-
turn?

It is clear now that '\Ic-
Namara—Ilike. Kennedy—

(,/haci convineed himszelf that

the only way to salvage our
honor, our strength, and in-
deed our national security
from this dreadful adven-

ture was fo abandon it. By

that {ime, it was too late,
both for him and for the na-
tion his rccord now in-
_struets. -
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beginning, Guthman re go%ed
. Kennedy "asked iloover’s ad-
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@‘F Robert

By MIRI/ LX\I OTTENBER

WE BAND OF BROTHERS. A
* Memoir of Robert F. Ken-
nedy. By Edwin Guthman.
Harper & Row. 330 Pages.
-$7.95. '
- Of all the books written s
far about Robert Kennedy,
this. warmly personal account
likely is to mean the most fo
those whose relationship with
him spanned his public years.
. Like the good newspaper-
man he is, Pulitzer Prize-
winner Ed Guthman, now na-
‘tional editor of the Los Ange-
les Times, writes what he
knew. And as the Justice De-
partment’s press officer in the
Kennedy years, he was in a
position {o know a lot, Buf
.Guthman’s relationship to
-Kennedy went far beyond the

formal requirements of a 1, ¥now — a shirt-sleeved
director of public information,  gjyine force. a man of humor
just as all of Kennedy’s assist- and %ompaésion, impatient

- ants willingly performed any
job required of them.
That’s why they followed
‘him from the Senate Rackefs
Committee to the Justice De-
partment and on to the office
of senator from New York.
Guthman himself had been
with him in his Ambassador
.Hotel room only a few min-
utes before Kennedy left to
claim victory in the 1968 Cal-
-ifornia primary and fell to an
assassin’s bullet. Guthman
takes a favorite passdgeof the
‘Kennedy brothers, Bob and
John, to describe the men who
faced mobs angered at various
‘times by the Freedom Riders
and the first blacks to enter

.the Universities of Alabama ™

and Mississippl, men who'
skillfully went about cleaning
up James Hoffa's Teamsters '
-Union, men who made good
"Bob Kennedy’s promise to get
the Bay of Pigs prisoners
home by Christmas.
" These words, quoted by
Guthman, are from Shake-
Speare’s chr Henry Vinhis
vemarks to his men before the
‘Battle of Agincourt: ‘
“We few, we hoppy few, we -
‘band of brothers.
Far he today that sheds his
L blood with me.

e o v

m@ nee
G

Shall be my brother. . . .

And gentlemen. . . . now a-bed

Shall think themselves
accursed they were not
here. . . .”

Guthman frankly admits
that even after six years, I
know that I cannot be objec-
five about these men. . .And
I suspect that the department
had not secen their likes be-
fore.” .

He says he’s not objective
about Bob Kennedy either but
he spent too much time with
Kennedy who always turned
his humor on himself {o per-
mit himself the luxury of be-
coming maudlin. Instead, he

-pictures the man those ofus

who covered the Justice De-
partment in those years came

with small minds.

Guthman goes beyond that
to picture *‘a man of unlimited
courage and capacity who ex-
perienced life to the fullest,

who grew with every experi- |
ence and firelessly soudht new .

challenges.”

The book details many of ‘

those experiences and chal-
lenges. It begins back in 1955
when Xennedy, a lawyer-
investigator for the Senate In-
vestigating Subcommittee,
was beginning to investigate
corrupt unions and Guthman,
thén a reporter on the Seattle
Times, was investigating Dave
Beck, then international presi-
dent of the Teamsters Union.

It follows the Kennedys
through the Democratic Con-
vention when Sen. “Scoop”
Jackson seemed Iikely fo be
tapped as vice president but
Lyndon Johnson got the nod.
. Commenting.on what he cal-

Jed “rancorous relationship” ba
.tween Johnson and Bob Ken-

fiedy, Guthman said “they
mistrusted each other almost
from the beginning and their
mistrust turned to bxttﬂr enmi-
ty at the end.”

The relationship with J. Ed-'
, gar Hoover, as Guthman pic-
tures it, was different. In the .

. dent;

should. In the end, however,

their relationship was
strained, and hostile.

- 4 . As Guthman reviews the

" i trials and triumphs of Bob
¢ Kennedy, he reveals untold
- stories behind the headlines

not only at the Justice Depart-
ment ibut. also at the White

House for, as he points out,

“Never before had a man so

shared "the burdens of the’
Presidency without actually

holding the office.”
He spares us the horror of

the last night. Instead, he con-~

cludes: ““Yet all he had ac-
complished was only a begin-

"ning, for to know anything

about him is to know that had
he lived and won in 1988, he
would have been a great presi-
that had he losi, he
would not have despaired or
retreated but would have
fought on as best be could.”
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?‘“‘“"f] To the plethora
,sd o dd of books on
the late Robert Kenunedy,
assassinated in Los Angsles
on June 5, 1968, the night
of California's primary
electicn, you may shortly
“add what is sursly one of
the best, memoradle, poig-
nant, and autnorluatvv
Ye Band of MLOuDF”s, by
- Edwin Guthman,
editor of The
Times, & Pulitze Pri
winner from Seattle, and
‘Bobby's press secretary
from 1961 to 1956

The book, scheduled for
publication May 19 by '
‘Harper & Row, derives its
title from Shakespeare's
Henry V St. Crispian’s Day
speech: "Wz few, we happy
few, we band of brothers;:

Washington

for he today that sheds
blood with me, shall be
brother..."

This was one of the
Shalkiesyearean spseches
botn
edy took great relish
reciting. Bobby Ikmew it
its entirety, and photo
to the friends
with him in the Kennedy
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his
my

Jack and Bobby Xen-

in
in -
s

who fought

political wars bear many of

its linss. : ‘
It was Robert Xennedy
who broughit Guthman to

professor falsely accus
of attending a secret C
munist training school
New York, won Guthman h
Pulitzer in 1950.

' after Guthman's
.. brilliant investigative
" reporting, which exonser
"a University of Washington

ated

ed
om-
in
is
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< now tells us,

" The Kennedy Legacy _
- by Theodore Sorensen.. " " .
Macmﬂlan 414 PP % 95

Amerxcan Jm‘rney The Times .
{ennedy . , R
interviews by Jean Stein, edz cd '

arcoun Brace Jovanovmh 448 pp .
$8 95 e

No haz] No Fa.eweli
by Louis Heren.
Harpcr & Row 27§ pp ‘$6. 95

)

Wno ‘\lceds the De*noclats? »
" by John Kenneth Galbraith. - -
Doublpday, 86 pp., 84 95

Ro;.ald Steel o o

‘The km,D and the crown prince are
dead, and the heir apparent in disgrace.
" But the legend lives on, undiminished
by promises unfulfilled, mistakes beiter
:foigoiten,
. cold hand of death. It is a tale with all
-the elements of a feudal chronicle—
murders usurped crowns, vendettas—

. and no shortage of troubadors to. tell

it. Theodore Sorensen, alter ego of
~John™F. Kennedy and more recently a
“spurned aspirant ‘to. the public tfrust,
he views .the

~.as ‘no . surprise, that

. Kennedy legacy “as the most impor-

" tant body of ideas in our time...a
" unique “and priceless “'set of “con-
- cepts . .. that endures and gives -us
“ hope.” oo
CNT L e T
Mc need. "not doubt Sorensen’s
‘sincerity—we all take hope where we
can find it—to wonder what so great a
faith rests upon. Whatever the Ken-
nedy legacy may be, and we are told
_that it “can no more be summed up in
a2 book than a Mozart~concerto in a
-series of black notes,” the Kennedy

in words that will come:

- legacy

by Georve Plimpton. =~ - S ju'.-.f’ _ “Kennedys,

" secem sketchy, he also urges us to work
“hard, have faith in man’s ability to

 change our society, and not lose hope.
. Not by accident ig “hope”

a recurring
word, for'if ever there was a politics of
hope, it -was that practiced by the

7 we would be patient while they figured
i out what to do. The legacy they left is
.the enduring hope that ‘somehow
things would have .been better were
they still here, -

i

in sticky,

“ "been in American public life a family

and doubts stilled by the -

“calls a “peac

ike the Kennedys™), ladies® magazine

commentary (“good taste and finesse .

governed not only their selection of
. clothes . . .""), npolitical PR
{“the...question asked everywhere
was_when the Xennedys would return
to the White House”) and resentment
at  the -usurper (*Lyndon John-
‘son...wanted to cmulate their grace-
ful wit and intellectual elegance”). The

“purpose ‘of The Kennedy Legacy is to
build a platform. for what Sorensen
eful revolution for the
seventies.” o

The program, which appeared in
tlme to publicize, but not - notu,eably-
vassm, his effort to fill Robert Ken-
nedy’s old seat as senator from New

o York is studded with such homilies as

“we must pre-empt the extraordinar
before .the extremists se ;ze it for Lhur

.own ... we must devise a new strategy

. yecord was one of great expectations -

rather than inspiring accomplishments,
: But Sorensen has 2 weakness for the
overexcited phrase, and his pseudo-
~Homeric prose (“let the word go
~forth ... we shall pay any price, bear

" any burden ...now the trumpet sum-

mons us again...ask not what your
country can do for you...”) both
shaped and defined the po;turmc he-
roics of the Kennedy era.

We can sympathize with Sorensen’s

difficulty in defining the exact nature-

of ‘the legacy he extols, although we
-are fold that “to love each other like

brothers .. _is the heart of the Ken-

‘tions of Lyndon Johnson,

for living instead of fighting... the

_United States miust become the leading
city of the world, not one of its largest

villages.” Tt is not surprising that the
voters were not impressed by such
sammoning trumpets, for as John Ken-

neth Galbraith has pointed dut in his

pamphlei, Who Needs the Democrats?,
“evasion, however disguised by rhet-

“oric, moral purpose, or soaring phrase,

comes over increasingly as crap.” )

3 . . L] .
As e+ brief -reign of John F,
Kennedy recedes “into the- historical

past, leaving the Vietnam war as its

‘ permanent monument, and as Robert
* Kennedy’s unending succession of ag- .
-onizing reappraisals now seems little

more than a footnote to the tribula-
it is ‘some-
what ™ the

N Tr..r ce

times hard

Wenneady

to

tropnd ia

remember

1

" when -

blowing. There

Our hope that they had a-
“remedy for the social ills they de-.
- scribed so graphically, their hope that

<. excitement

Sorensen embellishes the I\ennedy;
though no doubt’
*. heartfelt, panegyrics (“there has never -

- (“...of a power

r{}ft\ W@ (/Qi

in

. Arthur Schlesinger’s Gescription, in 4

Thousand Days, of JFX’s inauguration
“the future everywhere scemed -
bright with hope ... fresh winds were
‘was the e;\utemcnt

-that comes f1om an mwcdmcm of new

32

men and new ideas.” We now know -
that those

hot air; that a good many of those

fresh winds were blowing .

new ideas were tired clichés in vinyi.

wrappings, that some of those new
‘men wrought disaster, and that their
came from 'a Tust
power. Bul all that came later. At the
.time the passing of power from Eisen-

- hower to Kennedy secemed to presage,

from the poem that Robert Frost

- started to read at the inauguration but

was unable to finish, “the glory of a.
next Augustan age. ”

. The old sage knew what He was
talking about. The era did turn out to
be Augustan, at least in its pretenses
leading from
- strength and pride/ Of young ambition

eager to be tried.
" was short- lived, It got tarnished some-
‘whcre around the Bay of -Pigs and
never recaptured its former glow. That
_fiasco was followed by the failure of
summit diplomacy at Vienna, the ma

for -

its

.., but the glory

. nipulation of .public anxiety over Ber-

lin, a’dramatic jump in the arms race,
the
during the Cuban missile crisis, ti-
midity on civil ngnts, legislative stale-
mate in Congress, and the decision to
end the first
Vietnam. Somehow everything went
wrong, and increasin‘gly the crudading
.knight gave way to the conventional
politician who had no answers for us,
John F. Kennedy’s assassination came
amost as a reprieve, forever enshrining

unnecessary tup to the brmk'

American . troops to

him in history as the glamorous, heroic’
leader he wanted to be, rather than as-

“the politician buffeted - by events he
could not control.

by. the time Robert. Kennedy

_emerged from his grief over the murder.

of his brother and began maneuvering

A
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 RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH
2 0ct 1970

It; Was dunno the eaﬂy au—'
“tu:mn -days of September-Octo—A
pér," 1962, that U. S, intelligence

exposed the introduction by Rus-

‘sia of surface-to-surface nuclear

‘missiles into Cuba and the ad-

‘ministration of President John
‘¥, Kennedy prepared a course

of action to have the wea,ponb

- removed

. Right years later almobt to
the day, another direct Russian
threat to U. 8. securlty may be
ta}nnv shape in the Caribbean.
As in 1962 circumstances may
‘have led the Russians to misun-
‘derstand the American mood.
That may be the reason the
‘Nixon Administration has chosen

‘to warn the Soviets pefore ir-

_refutable evidence of the Rus-
sians’ mtentlons is in.

% During 1962, the Kennedy Ad—

_mml:,tratlon s Bay of Pigs fiasco
'Was fresh in Russian memory as
‘& sign of American timidity.

Now, during the Nixon Adminis--

‘tration, the Soviets may be in-
ferpreting America’s withdrawal
from Vietnam and the shrill
anti-war ‘protests here at home
as open invitations to renew

Fheir attempts to introduce of-

fensive weapons into the WesLa
ern Hemisphere.
= Of course the Russians pooh-

‘pooh 1. 8. fears that a strategic
-submarine base is to be the end
‘result of the activity at Cien-

fuegos on the southern coast of
Castro’s Cuba, but” if the 1962

- - missile ‘erisis teaches us. any-

thing it is to be skeptical of any

. Ru551an denials.

# In his book, Thz;‘téen Days, an

'account of the Cuban -missile
_erisis, Robert: F. Kennedy re-

counted numerous promiises by
top Soviet leaders that no offen-
sive missiles had been or would

‘506/%0\7/

be sent to Cuba Some of the:
prcnnseb came even as Ameri-
can infelligence 'W‘?LS confirming

the rapid prepalatlon of missile
sites. -

day, October 16, we realized that

“jt- had been les, one gizantic

fabric of lies,” he wrole. “The
Russians were putting missiles
in Cuba, and they had been ship-
ping them there and beginning
the construction of the sites at

“\Iow as the replesentatwesi
of the CIA explamed the U-2
photographs that morning. Tues- ’

the same time those various pri-
vate and public assurances were =

being forwarded by Chalrman

Khmshchev to Presment Ken— ’

nedy.”
The. understandlng that

'emeroed froma the U.S. naval:

guarantine in 1962 was that all

offensive weapons would be re-
moved, and, In Presicent Kenne-
dy’s words, “kept out of the
Hemisphere in the Iuture”

Unless those conditions continue

to be met, the possibility of U.
S. nnhtary action against the
nearby Red threat cannot be
ruled out.

Americans cannot sanoumely
accept the building of a base for
missile-bearing submarines in

'%

Cuba, if that is what the Rus-

sians are up to, because it mat-

ters little to the the targets

whether missiles are -delivered
from land or from a seaport”
base. The Russians - would be
miscaleulating dreadfully, ‘we .

believe, if they expect Richard

Nixon to be any less alaimed
over their machinations in Cuba
than John Kennedy was, or the
majority of American people to

be less concerned- about their .
security in 1970 than they were ‘

in 1962
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5 The New Yom Times .oopk Review "y Lo
v & Juna }09 ‘/) - ews »-e.&nﬁ el

ey . ~v o - ’ Kew“éﬂﬁ Ré (o@p~‘
T}za Shad’més cozrﬁex ies, internal furies of the mafisee. wois Lo berticum

£ Dot wi il LA dis
L1t reportage, we are g.ve“ fagc‘nutm"f .. everything rrom experiénce, His end” 4 memo,,-
tand helpful views of the oprivate:  was always unknown.. He dared :
"{enncdy Newfield brings to Xen- . death repeatedly ..., or he is seen
SV nedy’s personality those shadings, s Dbrowsing through Camus 1o ease his :
-;1 S complexities and internal furies that,  pain at some ghetto shame or human :
z{ep H[eg j - would have made him a great char-;  degradation.
.' acter in fiction; the book humamzes% Not everyone in the pom wat'ering
" R. F. K. in ways more real than the places of New York’s midnight intel- >

G

A Memoir, I 1 Tt L
By Jack Newfield. - ligentsia' will quickly applaud Jack |
'3 I)E,B New ;ork' ¢ M 5“&13”‘2’» a CO”‘L?E}HU“"“QC‘“D‘ 8t Newfield either. He has probably hunt
pp. Ne : . Harper’s, is the author of R Ahc‘iE some of their feelings. He quotes |
E. P. Dutton & Co. $6.95. 'y Other Dinty Storjes.” :

e (thh evident approval) the late Cen—»"
P 5 saccharine  post-mortem moummg at

. [- poured out by so many politicians,, ;
By LARRY L. KING ‘ } editorial writers and TV networks.

5 contempt for those “lazy, sick, 4
. ”\Iew York liberals” who spend their &
e .

: Here'is R. F. K. grouwsing that he! " ‘:txm_e worrymg about not be.né‘m"ﬁ;
As a charter member of Students | yust sit through “a boring, three-| vited to the II’\’A‘.’)GZ;’t&ut parties, or
?for a Democratic Society in 1962, ¥ hour sermon next (o L. B. J', while® .. $LC]’1£’ p"ycnlak‘r""t":’ and he Shr) ln»
fJack Newfield oniginally saw only | keeping a solemn cxpression on his* a little reverse snobbery in notin
.the Bad Bobby. When, as a journalist ’ g5ce » at Cardinal Speliman’s funeral, |- ‘mafc he and most “leftish writers” m
“for The Village Voice, he encountered U (We are told R. F. XK. didn’t ¢hink ( . Xs camp “had working-class

f
:
£
i
;

[Robert Kennedy on a regular basis | much of Spellman anyway.) R. F. K. | - baCbeAOUDGS "
tbeginning in 1966, he was skeptical' o pugene McCarthy: “Gene just L. Hes little more tolerant of Senator

‘of his man. Mr. Newiield now can .
-write that “Robert Kennedy was the ° puliing all sorts of strings 4ying to - than he is of L. B. I’s Texas-
‘one politician of his time who mxgh‘i\,'?:‘ get the Vice-Presidential nomination. | pumphrey-Daley crowd, or of “the
g&_‘)ave united the ma(:k and white poor™ - yryhert Humphvey had been his friend | - shabby clubhouse operators” in New
jnto a new majority for change—-—and .-for twenty years, and he was irying '4 " York with whom his idol sornetimes
- American liberalism hardly noticed.” ! ¢4 gerew Hubert., At the same e, a4 tr roooccnr ‘o the kind of
“The author believes there is “a ms-~ " Bot - . found it necessary to do the ind of
3 ic i i 76 b McNamara twice turned down, * partisen, behind-the-door business
.taken public image of Robert Keén-" "the Vice-Presidency because he felt I b2 rlasar, oo o1 .
 inedy created by the simplified' and * T should get it This is the difference | -+ COTLF left to mere ‘201“ S 4
. static reporting of the mass media,” " between onalrty and egotism.” |, Holding Mr. Newfield to the high-
(v nand says that if his book. has umy Senator Kennedy compare d New(. est litevary stm}dards, h? r.nust :De
,precxse purpose” it is to 1ectxfy tmt Yoxks organization Democrats to “a |/ favlted for making the villains who
‘dmage, : z00”; he defended the C. 1. A. ag\/ opposed R. F. K.’s search for the
* Mr. Newfield’s political and SOCE&Y having “a very healthy view of Com-' Presidency evil beyond the devil's
{ passions, his obvious love for afriend . munism” compared with State and - <resm, while endowing the Good
'who increasingly, believed with him'  other depariments; in September, " Guys with near-monopoly on virtue.-
{on basic questions—expressed in gh? '1967, he thought L. B. J. “might quit | * One must question his contention
. i“new journalism” of personal in-  the night before . the convention iy that had Kennedy lved he would,
" volvement—are literary assets, if o~ opens” because “he is a coward.” nave been nominated for President!
cat Cfuc“go in 1968. On this poing,: -

isn’t a nice person. In 1864 he was ;' Eugene McCarthy and his followers E

“litical liabilities. Because he was 1ot «“go much of Kennedy dernanded ai”

‘content to confine his recollections . hmrary imagination to be uander "7 Newfield supplies much of the evi-i .
sitogether to R. F. K.s -best mo-.b'. sbood " writes' Newfield . of his ' dence against himself: R. F. K. was:
uis, Mr. Newfield came at least  “memoir as well as a bidgraphy.” |’ g strident Jeremizh at a time when!
wiua shouting distance of his goal, | gy exactly this reason the book may white America longed to hear a'
Cne cannot read pf the R. F-ﬁ K. be judged more wons thy in select ! scothing Pdliyanna”' both L.B.J. and,
“who procrastinated in agony before  nogks of tzhe Russian Tea Room than > WcCarthy despised him; he wasn’t:

_Tejecting American POLQCY 1;\ \t;zedxam in those Washington, Bronx, or Joht- * trusted by the old-line pols who.
‘and L. B. J. (because they both were, - ~ eventually -nominated Hubert Hum-!

son City preoinets populated by,
-at least in pcmt creations of his’ pragmatic old pols whose idea of a phrey. i
*brother), or of his anger at the op~' It seems logical to assume thathadj

; ¢ 1 + Tabor. good book is one that will give you.
',era'ors of a miserable migrant labo ) .
house odds. ~ Senator  Kennedy lived he and his’

‘suppovters might have suffered in:

camp or of his sadness when rejected Richard Daiey' and Lyndon Johnson -

by young campus liberals, Without could read this book aloud to euch .

igaining a better understanding of the sgher, and haif thetime neither would Chicago those abuses ultimately re-;
served for the McCarthyites. Surely:
the venomous old snakes who sank-

‘man often confused with his myth. inow what in the name-of Democracy

‘Despite an alsence of charity toward. i, Newfield is driving at, For in-

reven mild opponents of R. F. K., and grance, R. F. K. is spoken of as a . ' their fangs into Senator McCarthy in
ia churlishness sometimes bordering practitioner of ‘“sensual poltics” " i their frantic efforts to preserve their
on the vicious where certain old (ege knew, on instinot, that he had | . pnivate lairs would have reserved .

anti-Kennedy an tagonists are con-! ¢4 experience—see, smell, hear,touch . equal poisons for a living, non-
¢ lcemmed, ihis is a perceptive and; —piaces ike DeBadts’ migrant camp, |+ partyred Robert Keanedy, threaten-
’m?rgzginrﬁ:{r is historically valuable’ just as he Sﬁnf’?{fﬁf 11315(?2?2&&;;2 '} i.ing him with the same basic losses.
15 : 3 H g $ » 5108 i, « . I
too. Newfield was closer to the Sen-’ %gffzeg)cm{y_y and }{36 aford-Stayve- This, sadly, is a moat question. @ %
ator than most writors; and presum=' gape and all those Indian xeserva- '
ying  the accuracy of the author’s ¢ions . . .*); and he is described as
- ,- “being always in a staie of bacom-;; ‘ . o
- . : R mg" (“I-xe defined and created him-. : . .

wakiam anA danvnnasd alvaost ' . v "
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New Yeork Times Linked
To CIA Plot On O,

)
RAT
The Central Intelligence Agency's “New Team,” including such “outsiders” .
as Harding A. Bancroft, now the Executive Vice President of The New York -
" Times, played a critical role in the final decision of Attorney General RobertF,
. Kennedy to press Sccretary of State Dean Rusk to proceed with the dismissal of
,Otto F. Otcpka as the Statc Dcpartment’s top Security Evaluator, a former
Ambassador associated with CIA PDirector Richard Helms informed. this” ..
\[ . newspaperon April11. . e T s
. -7 1 According to the source, Mr.' * e P
* Bancroft played a role because of his ' ; - L '
’ liaison and. coordinating work =~ -
involving the use of the organization
and facilitics of The New York Times -
on behalf of the CIA and the “New “--.

Team.” .

-

"
3

Other persons who had a role .m - WD e e ; :

) : tincluded William H. Brubeck who had :
‘been the recipient of the 1960 “leak”™ N
'of Top Secret information from the

iState Dcpartment to the campaign . s
iheadquarters of John Kennedy which Loy o
:contributed significantly to Mr. L e
‘Kennedy's narrow victory at the _ E

‘election polls. After Mr. Kennedy's | R ‘
R :victory, Mr. Brubeck received - R oL 5
o , ‘complete information about Mr. e o .
. . ‘Qtepka's role in tracing this “Jeak”, :

. . * the former Ambassador fevealed.

Other members of the *New
. ) S v . Team” were McGeorge Bundy and his
RS .+ . - 'brother William Bundy, who had :
a ,moved from the Central Intelligence T ‘ ,
" -Agency to become the Assistant e SRR I
< Becretary of State for East Asian and T e et e
- Pacific Affairs, including Vietnam, ' ’
et

: ; ﬁ “The New Team™ )
RO Y. % The “New Team™ at the Central
. Intclligence Agency was being planned | S .
."by Attorncy General Robert Kennedy o L

' even before the Bay of Pigs “fiasco™ in . . PR
1961 . In fact, the former Ambassador
1said, the Attomey General had ai
:special group of his own “monitoring”
‘the Bay of Pigs operation to detexming
. . ,which persons, not yet projected for,
h - ithe “New Team”, would “pass the:
itest™. : : !
- . i Although the “Bay of Pigs"wasa;  * S
’ ‘national disaster, 'the source said,® . TR ;
“ . Robert Kennedy exploited it within - S e
'¢he Government to accelesate building' K [ \ )

jthe ¥New Team.” o0 . ]
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.fw,_p,«- . o 13 }/BI'CJ 1909 . \/:L;'—/w tee E,‘:{ 1 fQo In-e r‘-:; 13
: : > e
el :*"“C 3 f‘y""“‘,e .,.u... : ..;..,q,. dpproached  the $0Q-mile quaran(mc altack on the bascs only if %so:um JhEtn ey

L5 Swidasien Yoot line drawn around Cuba, [ felt,” ‘necessary, were the  doves; ed by Q ( ﬂ ‘0,
 Thirteen Days NN »J Robert }\an.dy wrote of those ter- Robert~ Kennedy * and  Robert Mees )
L by Robert F. Reanedy, « + 0 . ,nblu momenis, “we wuc on the edge Namara, and mcludmg George B.m _

‘. with Intraductions by Harold . A ,“ iot’ a precipice with no ‘way, off....> Roswell . Gilpatric, Llewellyn -Thomp- '
© Macmillan and Robert S, M\.Namam i President  Kennedy had initiated” the son, and Robert Lovett, - * ) o
. .ocourse of events, but he no longer had’ Dean_ Rusk, for thc' “most part, ©

“‘.,control over’ them.” lau,d with' ﬂus'

\orlon. 224 pp., SS 95 i
avoxdcd takmg a stand,.or even atiend-
.'blockade, the ' Russian *ships turaed :

A h : ing the sessions. The Secrctary of .
LIt was.a tme, in Kbrushehev's meme back, and ¥ the first crisis was “sur- gyite - ip Robert Kennedy's caustic

,z-ONN\.. phrase, - 'wh-.n th;-.\mdl of mounted. No moré missiles could gt.l words, “had other duties during (his -
Shuming - hung in, the, wird . Robert jnto. Cuba. But wwhal - of - the. 0nes soriod and frcqm.ntly could not atlend
. ..' Kc|);)c(j)"5 .UL‘\'OUI\l ol “those “\INLCH dldedy there that Russian technicians _our mLLUn),S. it would be inlcrcsling '1.
ok days in 1962 - from October 16, wht.n were L installing wilh, fcvcnsh_ha'stc'f 1o know ‘what' (hese dulics were, |
“Lahe and his brother, were preseated with' President Kennedy *was  determined 'Robert Kennedy “does not elabosate, ' -
20 hproor s that the Russiahs weve \curcuy thut they had 'to be removed immedi-| Yalthough he does offer the further
. ‘,hu.mmg jongerange  missile - buses in au.ly, and on Suturday, Oclober .27, ,,,mm;,umg, aside, that, NSepretary :{u.rc. !
VCuba, until | October 28, when mh‘sunt his brother 1o tell Soviet ainbas- ; Smissed- Pr;,sxd(,nl Kennedy'’s extremeiy *
1 CKremibin u“,"u-d o dismantle them- sudor Dobrynin “that if they did not yimportant meeting wilh Prime me,u..,,
2 shows the view from the inside by oncremove those bases, we would remove \.Maomman .in Nassau.because of -
of the key participants.. Written with'them.” The Pentugon prepared for un mdiplomatic dinner he felt .he shouid,
.cg,onomy and directriess, Thiricen Days air  sirike .u,.uml' the | buses and an | altend.” .That 'was the .mecling, onc.
148 o valuable historical document with'invasion  of Cuba, ** hg:_gxpcdulnon “will remember; where President Ken-. :
_u.m the clements of a thriller,” -« ,‘Robcrt,.Kmncdy,.qut&.O.Jwt fateful, ncdy agreed to help ‘out. Harold \fdc—- R
This shori, terse memoir—bloated by*-s‘““rd“yv was, a. m‘““")’ -qonfronta-.mm.m (duthor of .onc of the two
[the publisher with superfluous intro-HoR:bY. Tucsday = "‘Introductions to this volume) on thes :
‘ ° ductions, photograpis, and .documents 7 = ;10 ‘ Wy eve-of the British elections by tu(muu“‘ :
o ';(-do-.s not, of course, tell the whole.W N ;- »i’over Polaris.missiles Lo Britain after the
: story of the missile crisis. There is af- know, of “O””“" how iv turncd -Skybolt fiasco that had cmbdr.asscu'
" good deal about the events leading upy: out. O" Sunday mornmg the messuge. thie Tories. De Gaulle, predictably,. was
“to the crisis that is gone over too: cume throubh that Kh““hm‘-" would | furmus, déclared that Britain® still vai-
lightly. or deliberately clouded over, ,wuhdmw Lh\, m;.ss:lcs in. rqum for a’ Jwed her Leans-Atlantic ties above her,,
@ “The_glash of p«,rsonalmes and ambiva-,, "US pledge not. 1o invade’ Cub.s ,Kcn-r European oncs, and veloed her. rentry,.
“lentmotives is muted :md the tone; snedy had pulled off the. greatest, coupiinto the Common Market, The Nassau,’
" rather dutacmd But behind the meas-. O - his caveer=thic first, and one opes.. ‘uccord was a colossal error of judg-
“ured prose’ we see the spectacle oc,.(hx. i.nl..m hury victory of the nudwr -mbnt thal an astute Scu—cmry of State ',
:_., rational minds swayed by - passions and; eri. NO‘ w shot was fired, d“houhh we! 'should have. been able to prevent ~ had.
*the cuphoria of power, governmental “camie a good dealvcloser to, war than “he not been {oo busy: aucnamg dlplm
.m.n.nmu'y breaking down' -into” the, MO people realized at ihc’lm}e, o,.manc dinners. "
i struggle of individual wills, and deci-, havescared-to think about since.” 7} i Some of the hawks WL“' of coursu.'-'-
"Saom affecting the future of humanity. 't Wis u victory not only Ovc"”““"}pndlcmblb It is not surprising that the ;
.i‘madc by a handful of mcn—athc best of -OOViLls, but over many. of . 1‘““““‘13’ s+ Joint Chicls of Staff were cager ‘t‘o use
Jown . advisers who deorcd mor\, stheir- “expensive  hardware. They
fmilitint course from., . the sturt. "The?  seemed always ready to assumie,” Rob-
drama_was played out’ among-a hastily " €rL: Kennedy 'wrote, “that a war-was in’
assembled group, which later took on'our national mtercst. One of the Joint
Jthe D formal - title of the Excwtwchhmfs of Staff -once said to me he,
:: ing glimpse of an enigmatic man. who Foou i of the National Securityibelicved in a preventive. attack against
-3 might - have oridged the gap betwce"f('((.ounul that et several times a day :the Soviet - Union.” Nor is it surprising
i .,““’ old pelitics and the new, * « .4 in the White House. The sessions wcn,}th.ﬂ Dean Acheson, among’ the most
Tk We have come 10 take the balance of | “frequently  stormy, .although the lines | recalcitrant © of . the ,cold warriors, I
L% irerror so much for granted that it isfyeee looscly drawn at first,, Several of should have come down on the side of
'hard to imagine any situation'in whu.hi the participants, .according to -Robert’ ’mc military. I felt we were too cager
¢oouthe two supcr-powers - would aclually Kennedy, shifted their opinion “from to . liquidate this. thmg." Elic Abel |
Zuse their terrible weapons,, Yot mou one extreme to the okhsr—-suppor(mg reports him as saying in. The Alissile
Fih.m once during those thirteen days it~ an air attack al the beginning of the’ Crisis, “*So long as we had the thumb:
< scemed as  though (he. ‘unthinkable, smeeting and, by the lime we left dhe. SSFeW on Khrushchev, we should have.
*ml;,hl aclually occur.” SAC bombers White House, supporlmy no aclion at. gwcn 1: another turn cvery day. We v
'wue dispersed to airficlds throughout’ all” A few, such as Dean Acheson and Were too” cnger to make an agreement
i the country and roamed the skics with Dou;,lds Dilion, were hawks from® thc‘ W th thc Russlans They had no busi-
-mur nuclear | cargocs. At one pmnt start, and arpued for what they cu-i ness . thcrc in -the first plade.” Ever
" President Kennedy, fearful that somc phemistically called a “surgical strike™: §ince his Lrucmmon by Congress dur-
“triggershoppy colonel might set “off the against the air bases. They were even:| g the Albcr Hxss affair, Acheson has
s spark, ordered all atomic. missiles de- lually jOlnLd by John MLCOHC General & X become mn.rcasm;,ly rcachonuy and,
I Pused so thal the order Lo fire would Maxwell” T.xylor, Paul qug,_.md Mc-' cager to prove his lOuz,hnC'%s toward
have to come directly lmm the Wh““ Ccorgg Bundy_ Tdvonng a2 more. mgd.‘ “the Commumm.- His bomb-first-and-..
House, " o .,cr.uc course, which sculud around a.,‘talk-lam' ~argument ‘ found .W%P“VG

The first .«.nowdown came on the' oy blockade to be "cs;alated” to- an"cars in sus,h plllars of 'th‘. Eastcrn
i morning of October 24, as Soyiet ships” [~ 7w .

T R e =

i 'Ronald S(cci ce .
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i : whom were not.always sure they were'.
': nbhl A disturbing description of deci-
lsxon—makmb in the nuclear ‘age, thisy
iposlhumous work also offers” "a rcveal-~
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" o’clock in the morning, the duty officer of the London |
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Storm over Havana: VWhe were the real

By Robert F. Kennedy. Iustrated. Norton, 224 pp. §5.50. .

”
L

g rimriinia
?

- major exception of Maxwell Taylor (who later and sadly =~ -~ :
succumbed to the advocates of sanguinary action on’ 0 rog - uasfers
Vietnam and so blotted the end of a well-regarded ca- &"" bralti

. reexr}, were all for the easy heroics. S0 was one group P o

* of civilians who, like the generals, yearned to be known Few We@pjﬁ 3

_as men of hard-boiled, masculine decision. They urged™™ "qu \ozc’{‘t

By John Kenneth Galbraith

On Saturday, October 20, 1962, I had just arrived
in London to give a lecture and, such things not being
possible in New Delhi, had gone to see a Peter Ustinov -

play. When I came out, the papers had big black head- ' " not air raids on the missile sites but, for purposes of

]in% abOut a Chinesc inVﬂSiOn Of India ﬂﬂd I mﬂde a , ischo]ar}y gloss’ a “surgical Strike"’ ’rhere can, in his.'

_suitable mental note that another political ambassador ©  tory, have been few more appalling examples of the -
“had been caught absent from his post at the moment , self-deluding power of words. Those concerned knew | P
of need. I wasn’t especially surprised when, about three  about air power, or should have. They knew, accord- '

'ingly, that there was no way of bombing the missile
sites without attacking all of the surrounding acreage

' and missing, very likely, some of the missiles. The med-
.ical counterpart of a surgical air strike would be an .
_ 'operation by a surgeon with cataracts wearing skiing’
John Kenneth Galbraith, professor of ?conomics at infittens whoy, in m(?ving to excise a lung can:::er, wag'
Harvard, and author of The New Industrial State, was | . {45}y Jikely to make his first incision into the large
U. S. Ambassador to India at the time of the Cubanhj 'intestine.

. Embassy awoke me with a message conveying the same
" thought in rather sardonic terms from President Ken-
"nedy and asking that I return forthwith to India. That -

 missile crisis.

|

: de Nehru to Teact sympathetically and use his in..| | before all, the President himself. As one now reads this
. suade Nehru to re A

» e ' s On the other side were the men with enough moral
1d ivi t was the Russians | L . g
; I dg].b()n m?é:ngé}}hll:;n:: il:tliille:yas, that had | coUrage to consider consequences — Robert Kennedy,
o d U e; ’ﬂ? OP © dent’s message. He wanted me to per- . Robert McNamara, George Ball, Adlai Stevenson and,
induced the rresiae ge. i

. :  memorandum, it is almost impossible to imagine anyone

. fluence accord’mgly, e few Ameri o okt ey e s wocs st mo
' Tho.ugh I did so, there could mie cen f:d !: the ‘I have a certain problem in explaining it to themselves.
o8 mf 0; Ol(l]t of ({)ﬂillc & iw;hoﬂ:«g:’el e%lznéi; csel were ’ In particular, it was Adlai Stevenson whe was willing
;:fﬁ:ng glref)t Sgsgr:ssmifvn llgme moun.tains. Someone had ; *° t}'ade some qhsolete nuclear weapons in Turkey
to wo;;'y about an infinity of questions ranging from { (which the President had already twice ordered re-

; : . 1 moved) for similar action by the Russians in Cuba.

ili i ans, to the foreign policy * ! C :
tl}egiuhmry tr ea}::u‘(:nt::f‘:le]: hﬁ:(’l‘::,wmps our :’;WE crti (It }.ms since been said on ample auth.onty that the
of Bhutan, 1o ho P ! President would have removed these missiles if that had

: p . Y
" gaders {fortunately not numerous}, who saw in India’s

o { been necessary for a peaceful bargain. And they were
. . . ling new breakthrough 1 g nd. w
Tnvzve%e?:l anh Clx?xilhm::ﬁ:; mfﬁr communicntio%m taken out almost immediately after the missile crisis.)
in the Co ar. . th

: e the ' The most chilling thing about this memorandum is
system was monopolized by the Cuban crisis as was St Cl : v
):t ntion of everyone in Washington. I knew only what | the reflection it prompts on what would have happened
l:h c} Hines t 1211 til long aftc?‘ the fact _ if the men of moral courage had not been present — or :
e headlines told un g .

. . if a President’s disposition was not to uphold but over-
When 1 had time to worry, it was, as always, about | 0ispost . ¢
the peculiar dynamics of the Washington crisis meeting. | rule them. And it is disconcerting to consider how the

" This has the truly terrible tendency always to favor the | political position of -an Administration, one more mod-

¢

" most reckless position, for this is the position that re- erate than its Republican opposition, was juxtaposed

T quires the least moral courage. The man who says: to the survival ?f the. country, even of .mankind. 1do
g “Let’s move in with all we have and to hell with the not lfnow what insanity caused the S.ovxets to send the
. consequences” will get appiause and he knows it. He mlsS}les to Cuba —and after show.mg commer}dable
' seems personally brave and also thinks he is. In fact, he caution about the d.eploymcnt of this gadgetry in far

is a coward who fears that in urging a more deliberate ICSS. c}anger ous locations. But once t_he'y _were‘th_ere, th§
g policy, he will invite the disapprobation of his c'o].t?ohtxcal needs of the.Kennedy Admmxst}"lzftmn urge
' leagues or will later be accused of advocating a po'hf;y‘ it to take almost any r*:\s_k to get.them out, Yemporfzmg
of weakness. Normally, also, he is aided by his inability would have been politically disastrous. Yet national
to foresee, or even to imagine, the consequences of the' §a.fety called for a very del_xbera.te policy — for tempor-
. action he advocates. In contrast, the man who calls for 1zing. In ﬂ?e full hght of time, it doubtless called for a
_ caution, a close assessment of consequences, an effox_'t- more cautlous POhCYhtha“f' the 3“9 g"at Klen“edy P:l}:"
to understand the opposing point of view, especially if sued. Again ;Yehsee. ow 131)'& and perilous are the
Communist, and who proposes concessions must have, threads on which existence 'ep.endS.
t courage. He is a renl hero and rare. _ ; .Robert Kenngdy, Perhaps it 1s :fleedless ‘f’ say, wrole
g";a ould hcx‘we worried more in 1962 had I then known this memorandum himself and it is done with economy
| wilhwwhut classical precision these tendencics were work-"yOf style and no slight narrative power. W“h all hi's
ing themselves out in Washington. We know now fmmfolhcr talent, he was a very good writer, Th.lﬂ makes it
this fascinating memorandum, Tho generals, with thejall very sad that the publisher, no doubt in order to

Ornd inued
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| A Sanctification of R

" «pe did not really look that much like *

the lale President Kennedy when you
thought about it — shorier, thinner, less
pandsome, a bigger and more prominent

nose, much toothier, less confident in man- . ..
ner, more casual in dress. But-still it was "¢
there, born not simply of family resem-- .

blance but of that past pain, of television
jmages elched in remembrance . . "

That was Robert Kenncdy, says Jules
Witcover, and all of us would agree. That -
was Bobby when he announced his candi-
dacy last March, his brother’s brother, .
many felt, who wanted to bé President
simply because that's what Kennedys did -
— and because he wanted to “‘get even”
with Lyndon Johnson for being there when
his brother fell.

days later, Robert Kennedy was his own
man “to a degree few appreciated.” so.
says Witcover, a journalist who stayed

. wilh Kennedy during his last campaign
«g5 Days,” has leit a slar-

jand who, in
Hlingly good record of that event -and that
transformation of a man. C

B

-

 critic of Johnson's Vietnam policy, he L - said v
7 #ipolitics”) was reduested by Mrs. King.

i * Kk K

and at the crucial ime, misread the polit-
jeal signs. This was in 1967 when, as a .

" nonetheless felt it igpossible to oppose an

incumbent for the natlon's highest office.
Thus he publicly supporied LBJ's candida-

‘cy in 1968, hoping thereby to remove the

enus of The Feud
tacks. . .
. And thus Gene McCarthy seized the
youth{ul antl-war activists by his candida-
ey — a segment of the nation whose loss
Kennedy feli deeply, parily because he
HAD preceded McCarthy in outspoken -
eriticism of the war, '

from his Vietnam - at-

witcover details the search, led by New

York's Allard Lowenstein, for a candidate
to take on Johnson. Before he found
‘McCarthy, Lowenstein tried James Gavingr-

John Kenneth Galbraith and John McGov- &7,

R AT

bR ke b

_*Maybe it was because he hurt.”

DIRSEN .mgis'_sma%&:;ﬁgtmm;ﬁ?as.page_s‘:' $6.95. [

_ Earliest of all, he had soundeéd out Ken-
nedy who,
as seriously as the idea of a priest in.Bo-
“gota deposing the Pope.”

ikl kK

* ing on March 5, a week before the primary

. vole, in Ted Kennedy's office was “not
“about the why aqd why not of it, but the

when and how.” .. -
0ld Kennedy allies were divided on the
advisability. The issue was niot “whether

- RFK could win, Nobody, at the time, o
“thought he could. It was whether the cause
- {anti-Vietnam)

. . _ " Sorenson, for one, thought it wasn't.
But when he died in Los Angeles 8

was worth losing for.. Ted

Ken O'Donnell thought it wag and told
Kennedy, “1f 'you want to run because of

. ;
’

said Lowenstein later, “took it s

potditeover s
Rewn ef=, Robecnt
L Soe ol
g\s»b“j 5/ *-Ur»{:/
Lwﬁ‘)’ Cam'll)@.ﬁp

o ‘g’ £G )D,‘e r*'T i

ety

. BUT, WITCOVER SAYS, Kennedy was oL
..prepared to go before the New Hampshire,
-upset proved Johnson vulnerable, A meet- S

the issue, I'm with you. If you just wantto, .

get the White House limousines back, I'm
against it.”

""" Witcover has some inside news that is
fascinating: ~ R

o Kennedy

o The plane RFK sent to return Mart'ih

Luther King's body from Memphis. to Al '

lanta (and which McCarthyites said was

o There is mqre‘:on the ill-fated »Pr'esi-

* dential Vietnam Commission, a Sorenson
“idea that LBJ almost bought and .which

would have kept Kemnedy out of the 1968

*campaign,

: _ ried to talk Walter Cron- |
: , _ kite into running for his New York Senate
' WITCOVER SAYS Kennedy, for once ,reeat. .

B Witcover's greatest effort (and for! ° i

* me his most successful) is in purging-the

record of Robert Kennedy's alleged: “ruth-!
lessness”’ and in substituting the picture of:

a politician of extraordinary compassion, . -
1
4

_and sensitivity.

‘e identitied with people. who, Nurt"
said Fred Dutton after Kennedy’sdeath, -

g5 DAYS, THE LAST CAMPAIGN OF!

A
vt

3 OBERT KENNEDY.'By Jules Witcovsi
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‘Readers of the late Robert Kcnne- d g the admlmstratmn falled to act untﬂ

dy s version of the 1962 Cuban missile .~ then. Why?
erisis came away with an impression : -

", *'of John F. Kennedy as a cool, strong .~ -The answer to that qucstxon is not‘§

* .~ President who used tough d1plomacy known. Lazo. thinks that it was be-:
™" o win an 1mportant victory over the * cause the Kennedy brothers were lulled }
L ‘Sovxets , » : ",by repeated Soviet assurances. That,* 4

e i * .however, is only congecture :

) : ! But an article in The National Ob- | %
’ - server by Peter T. Chew puts a much Also conjecture is Lazo’s charge 1
" diiferent light on the incident. Chew , - ‘that President Kennedy was a weals |

" quotes two recent books to rebut one . . “and vacillating man under fre, and.

of Robert Kennedy’s main assertions, (that Khruschev tried to ‘cake advan-t

and concludes that the Cuban erisis - “tage of him. i

- was more a defeat for the United

14
Another point of deb 1
States than for the Soviet Union, point of debate concemsé

. the concessions that Khrushchev ex-!
‘ Robert Kennedy states flatly, “On . . tracted from Kennedy in refurn forj;
" Tuesday morning, Oct. 16, 1962, short- ' _pulling out the missiles. At the time,

ly after 8 o'clock, Presuimt Kenaedy - Kennedy gave the impression that none

told me that a U2 had just fin- ;7 had been given, but Lazo 'says that
ished a photographic mission and- that -~ - Kennedy agreed (1) mnot.to invade:
"“the. intelligence community had be- . Cuba and (2) to remove our Thor and]
_come convinced that Russia was plac- Jupiter missile bases from Turkey and

mg missiles and atomic weapons in -.-:“'Italy

* Cuba . . . The dominant feeling at the . Whatever the final historical ver-é
- meeting was stunned surprise; No one .. dict on the incident may b e, it seem sl

. had expected or anticipated- that the * . plain that we do- not have a11 “the
* Russians would- deploy surface-to-sur- . 1’

. facts now. e
" face missiles in Cuba . ... No official -, .» 3
- within the government had ever sug- . - What is a fact.is that Castro S HEN
.4 " gested to President Kennedy. thal the’ " ‘conitrols Cuba and uses it-as a-base to:-
" Russian buﬂdup in 'Cuba would in- _:,’:_-; spread Commumst subversion hrough-*

oo clude missiles.” = . ‘ out ‘Lauin‘ Americ

But both Arthur Krock's récenti.. I’-l.w
“Memoirs” and Mario Lazo's “Dagger:
in the Heart” state explicitly -that,
"‘(John McCone, head of the CIA, had®
+told Kennedy as early as AG@'T(“)"‘ﬂlat
_ i ‘missiles were being installed in Cuba, -
Cas e * and he repeated the warning several'

‘ . _times in the weeks following.
\ It was during those months that
o former Sens. Kenneth Keating and}
. Homer. Capehart were charging thats
i the Boviets were bringing offensive -
" missiles into Cuba. The Kennedy ‘ad-*
-+ ministration repcatcdly replied that the

" only weapons were - “defensive.” i
L If Krock and Lazo are right, Rob-f
o oert Kennedy’s recollection was wrong.
" If the evidence of Soviet offensive mis-
- giles was clear as early as Aug. 10, thed
©President.. could ~not - have . been
stunned and surpnsed on Oct 16, Yet






