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THE ASSASSINATION of Prosi-
dent Kennedy wis a § ceat shock
to the whole world. To %Zisc
Amctican people it was mor¢
than a shock: it was 3 humiba-
tion. The shooling of the
President, followed only two
days later by the shooting of
the supposed assassin, Joe
Oswald, scemed to show that
the leading power of the West,
the guardian of its sccurity and
culture, rested precariously on a
basis of insecuritly and violence,
In order to rcassure the world,
President Johnson sel up 3 com-
mission of inquiry charzed to

discover the true facts. Jnorder
to rgcassure the Amencan’

people, he must have hoped that
the true facts would reveat—
especially in an election year—
no basic strains in Amcrican
society. This is. in fact, what
the commission has qone.

Its report, the Viirren
Report® has answered the faee
tual question. The assaswnatios
is explained. The repoit ..
alsn resolved the  ewotion:l

roblem: the assassination is
explained away. Oswal(, we
are assured, snot the Presiden
for purcly personil colnes,
explicable by bis nsychoiozical
case history. Jati Ruby shot
Oswald on a purely personal
impulse, similarly esxplicable.
Xo one clse is involved. The
police, which watckes over the
¢ty of Dallas, may have made
errors; so may the secrctl sor-
e, which watches over the
o e by of tae President. Taose
ceraes must be pezetted and
eenicted in future: but Ameri-
o ety is unzifected; the
eu.:nc can be forzuiten: or at
leas. f it is remembered, R
13- av2s no Laint in the American
wtion, no trauma in the
-an soul.

.o Jet me say at once
€11 there is no rcason why
1.~ explanation, sao massively
e anented, ghoukt nol, theo-
aetucally, be  true. Many

aswassinations,  or  attempled.

sasassinations, have beeit the aet
of 1soiated, unbaianced Cindi-
viduals. The public ha always
Lres too prone (o ade con-
ssivacy in what i really the
cirect of nature of chaae. The
Warren Commission v «0m-
posed of responsible pu ace men
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witor~ oficials undoubtedly co!

2a3ali he nay kase accepled the
chair, was the Chief Justice ol
the Supreme Court.  Therefore
no one should dismiss the
report lightly. On the other
hand, we nced not altogether
ahbdicate the use of reason jn
reading it. - ; -

ency towards radicalism: #

That

lorted 2 goeat deal of matier,”
Ms chiziinoan, however reluc

I¥ 1 DISSENT

cause 1 prefer
speculation te
evidence or have
a natural tend-

3s beesuse, &s 2 historiang
I prefer evidence. In this €ase

I am prepared to be content
with the evigence actually
supplied by -the Commission. -
evidence is  certainly -
copivus caocuzh. Bchind the

smzmary, so gleefully and*
faclilessly condorsed by the”
Press, lies the full reporl, and

behind the full report lie the

twentysix volumes of testimony - -
on which il claims to lead to the 2. .-
comforiable conclusions of the ~ .. -
report. It convinces me that the
Coinmission, for whatever
rcasons, sinply has not doae its -
work, or, rather, it has done

half its work. It has reassured :.
the American people by it find- :
inzs but it has not reassurvd the .
world by its methads; it has not |
established the facts; behind a
sinokeserern of ofien frre'evant o

e

material i€ has accepted ine

permissible axioms, construcled -
jovalid arzuments, and failed to- 7
ask clementary and cssential |

.questions, - - : - 3

Al this point 1 must declare

my own jnterest. In June, 1964, -
before the Warren Repat wias ©

fssued, 1 azreed to serve on the.

Pritish  *Who killed Kene
nedy?™ comnmittee. 1 did -this .
because 1 was convineed that - <
the composition of the Warres |
Commission and the pracedure -
«which it announced were ille
calculated to produce the truth @

They did not guarantee a full
examination of the cvidepes, !
and there was some redsot

fear the relevant cvidence mize®

never come before the Comuvie
sion. The purpose of ne-
commitice was to guard azaing -

the danger th>*t dissentind
evidence might -heo 3
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ween polifica authority and
alisnat—erpediency, but at
-~ « same time (here was no need

prejudge the issue. Truth can
werze even from an official
'~ ly, and the political composi-
n of the Commission and its

tective methods need  not
cessirily  preveat it from

-aching valid conclusions, pro-
Il thay it showed itsclf
pable of independent judg-
i, I was therefore perfectly
illing to examine the report,
wen it should appear, on ils
writs, 1o let it stand or fall,
- my judzment, on its handling
the evidence. It is by that
ndard that 1 now consider it
inzdmissible  report.  In
Jier to demonstrate this, 1
tall concentrate on 2 few
facts which, to me,
~nder the whole report suspect.
First of all there is the
-itempled arrest of Oswald by
‘atrolman Tippett. Any reader
£ the report must be struck
.+ this episode. According lo
e reporl, the Dallas police,
«sued the order which led to
Jis attempted arrest before any
vidence had been found which
annted personally to Oswald.

© e inunediately ask, on what

~vidence did they issue these
arders? To fill the gap, the
report mentions oenc  wilness,
:loward Breanan, who, we are
‘ald, saw the shots fired from
the sixth-floor window and made

. statement to the police * with-

in minutes ™ of the assassination.
‘This statement, says the report,
was *most probably " the hasis
of the police description radioed
{among others) to Tippett ’
Now this chain of events is
ooviously of the greatest im-
portance. It also contains
ohvious difliculties. Not only
dues the alleged statement of
#rennan scem far {oo precise
to correspond with anything he
-an really have seea, and the
allezed police description far
100 vazue to be the basis of a
particuinr arrest, but the words
*most acobaily,” which slide
aver these difliculties, are un-
sardonalyy vague. Any police
desenpt.en leading  to
atte d arrest must have
been bused on some dcfinite
cvidenee—the police must know
en whii evidence it was based
—and it was the inescapable
duty of the Commission, which

claims 1o have *critically re- ~

tural,, .!?) did the police

of the man, bul make no
finmediate attempt to scarch the
precisely identificd room? That
roomm was scatched only laler,

.._roadcast thé vazue descriptiGii ™ thite was ¢

in the course of a #eneral search”

of the whole building. On fhe
other hand, if the police des
cription was . not  hased on
Brennan's statement, it follows
that the police used other evi-
dence which they have not
revcaled to the Conumission,
Lither of these consequenees
raises further questions of great
jnportance. By calmly accepl-
fnz  the comfortahle phrase
“ most probably,” the Commis-
sion saved itsell the trouble of
asking these further questions.

- When we turn from the pre-
fude . to the aftermath of
Oswald's arrest, the same pat
tein repeats itself. After "his
arrest, Oswald, we are told, was
warned by Captain Fritz, chicf
of the homicide burcau of the
Dallas police, that he was not

compelled to make any state- "

ment, but that any statcment
which he made could be used
in evidence against him. After
that, Oswald was interrogated,
altogether for twelve hours, by
the F.B.I and police, mainly by
Captain Fritz. And vyet, we are
told, Fritz “ kept no notes and
there were no stenographic or
tape recordings.” This, 1 do
not hesitale -to say, cannot
possibly be true. How could
any statcment made by Oswald
be uscd azainst him il his
statements were unrecorded?

Even in the most ll;ivial-cascs
such a record is automatically

madc—and thig casec Wwas the ’

2ssassination of the President of
the United States. 1 no record
was available to the Commis-

sion, there can be only one ex-

planation.  The record. was
destroyed by the F.BI. or the
police, and the Commission, with
culpable indifference, bas not
troubled to ask why. In the
introduction to its report the
Commission expresses special
gratitude to the Dallas police
for its readiness to answer all

questions. The reader can only -

-marvel at the Conunission's
readiness to accept every answer
—provided that it came from
that source. -

If the police withheld or suf®

assessed ™ all the evidence, to

require the police to reveal the
evidence. . Either the police
aescrijition was based on Bren
nan's statement, or it was not.

Certainty, in such a matter, is 7~ 7"

abaolutely essential and casily
liscoverable. Why then has the
Commission been satisfied with
the vague phrase * most prob-

- ots

It is ex ¥ to see why the
police prefer vagueness in this
wuatier. I the description was
bawed on Brennan’s stetement,
then we immedintely  ak
another question. For Brennan
caemepding o the repert) did
AN oniz e a general Ceserips
-+ the man wha fired the
<. e alin zave a particolar
& e pinn af the window from
vineh he fired. Why then, we

e

- examine

which the Lummission might

have drawn: the mcdical evie
dence of the President’s wounds.

Unlortunately, here too  we
quickly discover the same pat-
tern of suppression. On medical
evidence alone; the doctor who

pressed Its  idenc . ( Jast *
ther soulic on -

examined the President con-

cluded that he _had beea shot
from the front, and all police
investizations were at first based
on that assumplion. This meant
that the President—if indced
he was shot frem the book de-
pository—nust have been shot
cither as his car approached
the building or, if the building
had been passed, at a moment
when he had turned his head
towards it. When both these
conditions were ruied out by
photographs, the police con-
cluded that the shots must have
come from behind, and the
doctor was pensuaded to adjust
his medical report to this

- external police evidence,

WHEN THE
< -\
5Py  eritically
iK. pi assessed ™ the evi-
\__“,g dence, it naturally
1-._.‘9} . had a duty to re-
the
medical evidence undistorted by
police theorics. Unfortunately it
coul¢ not do so: the purely
medical evidence was no longer
available. The chicf pathelogist
concerned, Dr Tlumes, sizned an
afidavit that he had burncd all
his orizinal notes and had kept
no copy. -

Only the official autopsy, con-
piled (as is clearly stated) with
-the aid of police evidence, sur-
vives—and the Comnmission,
once again, has accepled this
evidence without asking why, or
on whose autherity, the eriginal
notes were -Jestroyed. Police evi-
dence withheld, police evidence
destroyed, medical  evidence
destroyed, and no  queslions
asked. This is an odd record in
so important a case, but it is
not the end.

According to the report, a
speaially constructed paper bag
was afterwarés found in the
room from which Oswald is
alleged to have fired the shots,
and the Commission concludes
that it was in this bag that

re-

=Cswald introduced the fatal

.

&, Commission.

nce

weapun into !
this conclusion is in fact

should have to admut that the
bag, tvo, has since been de
stroycd. X
» discoloured duninz  various
laboratory ecxanunations” and
s0 *a replica bag”™ way manu-
factured under police ordcrs
“tur valid identification iy
witaesses.”  In other words, the
police destroyed the real evi-
deace and substituted ther own
fabnication.  The replica may
well have heen a true replica,
but we have to rely on & mere
assertion by the police. Finally,

- to complele this record of sup-

pression and destruction, there
§s the destruction of the most
important living witness, Oswald
himself, LA :

Oswald was murdered, while
under police protection, by Jack
Iuby, an intimate assoviate of
Dallas pelice.  Ituby's " close
association with -the Dallas
police is admitted in the Warren
Report, and it is undemable
that he entered the bascmnent,
where he murdered Oswald, by
either the neghzence or the
connivance of the police. But
how did he enter? Once again,
the details are of the greatest
importance—but the police arc
unable or unwilling to say, and
the Commission is unwilling 10
press them.  All that we are
told is that, after his arrest
Ruby refused to  discuss his
means of catry: he was ioter-
rozated in vain.  But then,
suddenly, three policemen came
forward and said that, within,
half an hoeur of his arrest, Ruby
kad admilted to them that he
had entered by tue main sireet
ramp just before shoeoting
Oswald—after which Luby him-
scll sdopted this explanation of
his enlry. These three palice-
men, we are told, did noi report
this important picce of evidence
1o their superiors, wiw kid-been
vainly inferrozatmng Rib)
precisely this point, *uniil some
days later.” Why, ¢ in what
circumstances, Ruby nizie this

interesting admission. w.d why
the thice policemen o ! noty
pass it an for several diys, are

clearly important quesd . But,;
the Cammission ev. did;
. not ask them. It v .o anutent

to repeat what it was ol h_v!

the police. with tiae :~':n'inx:'l
adverb * probably.” ]
Much more could be said:

about the Warren Report- about
jts selective standards «f confi-:

dence, its uncritical aceeplange
{or rejection) of evidencee, ifs
reluctance to ask essential que -:
tions. It would be easy to lod -\f
one's way in the 1ass of detail.
l"llr‘ f

1 have concentrated on ot

-

wfthe

7. Jhighly unsatistactory, it reporf;

tion, 1 have sGted T96G0S
vompositin: ane
teedure of the

- -

e
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= could stll be credible provaded,
that the Commission shouved

“con 7
.. trary.- o the only cvidence, 7,

printed by the Commission, it
scems strange that the police . -

It was, ne arc toid, ~
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- itself capable of dnclepenelent

judument.  All the imtances L
have given show elearly that it
had na such independent jud;ze
ment.  Committed by its own
choire 1o receive most of its
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sources, it never subjécted this

evidence 1o proper lezal or ine

tellectual tests.  Never Jonked
beyond - that  evidence, never
pressed for ¢lear Incaninz of
clear answers. The ckim of the
Commissioncrs that they ® critie-
ally  reassessed ™ the  police
ev.dence is mere rhetoric. Taeir
vast and slovenly report has no
snore authority than the tens
dentious and defeclive police
reports out of which it is com-
piled. And of the value of
those reporis no wore heed be
said than that even the Warren
Report can only acquit the
Dallas police of worse charzes
by admitling its culpable incilicis
ency. .

Where then does the Warren
Report Jeave the problem of
President Kennedy's assassina-
tion? My own heliel is that the
problem  remains a  mystery.
Nothingz in the Warren Report
can be taken on trust. There
is no evidence that Oswald took
the run inte the book deposi-
tory, nor that he fired it. lle
may have done so, but it is sill
to he proved. The evidence
Jahoriously preseated by the
F.B.I. and the Dallas police
azainst Oswald is no sirongzer
than the evidence incidentally
admitted apainst themselves by
their suppression and destrues
tion . of vital testumony. The
best that can be said of the
MWarren Cownmission is that it
has given publicity to the pro-
scecutor’s case. The case for the
defenice has not been heard—
and until it is heard, no valid
Judgment can be pven. *

Xore siznificant is the
question, why has the ceport
heea a0 uncritically hailed by
thie Fress of Amesica and even of

~ Bntun? 1 find this a disturbing

fact: it sizzests a failure of the
.2 spirt in journalism. In
past s is explicable by mere
i: 1o ol necessity. A work Jike
the Yarren HReport (or the
s Heport) appears to be
wet, focumented.
ta @ ¢ fespectable public names.
3t » {oo loug to read—and its

auitwrs, recoznising this faet, |
seeve up to busy |

o -angly
3+ - taalists a2 = summary and con-

.elLs.nas ™ in winch the chain of -
The .-
jour.:ulist who has to express a -

re.soninz js  concealed.
hasiz but emphatic judument
gl . at the document, weizhs
JU o0 238 the summary, and then
plun.ps for 3 sale opinion. That
may not necessarily be an

endorsement of the document—e -
but it wiii "W &"safl¢orthodoxy.

E\'i;!chce l’rom.oolire‘ or FRL -

There is an orthpdony of
oppasition, v en of * liberatisz®
which Ik nn e smu. ar;'l'
unthinking tiau tie orihwioxy
of avent. Sema-tiues the twe

orthadorics coincice. 12 seonds .
that in resjuet of the Warcen -
l{:-pur( they do cuncide. The
Warren Keport has satisfied the
Left, because it exoncrate; the .
Left: it gives no countenance to .. - .
the lhfnry of a Communit - -
plot.  Equally, it has sat:sfied -
the Rizht because it exoncrates

the Rizht: & reveals ne

1L is issned -

— ety
B

* fascist * plot-eiiher. ~3orcover
it pleases Lath geeat partics in
Amcrica: on the eve of an
clection eitaer of taem misht
have been sphit by uncontrelied
accusations. Feriunately the #ee . -
port docs aol touzh cither_
pariy, even at its eaiseme edges. -
Nar does 2 tauct (e sensitive
sou! ©f the Anicrican peaple. 70
Unforiunztely, it may not touch
the roal facts eidicr.

That acceplaaee of the Warren
Repost is e:ationsl, not ralional,
§s shovwn in pany ways. Several
of s most vooul supporters have
had to admii, in conlroversy, . .
th:t they have nol read the test ¢
Fven thase -vhe have avaided
th:s admssian oft~n shov' & sure
prising unlenibandy with s
eantenta  Atd aayway., dGosu-
mented of vidocumented, e |
sliacke of the ortiiodox on the
heretics have koen of 2 virue
Ieuce incompatilie with re3-0a-
able belief. Wien Lord Russell
arzaed hiz  dissent, he was
atltacked by * Tune ” magazine,
and - in  England by the
* Guardian,” as a senile dotard
whose beliefs o 1d be dis-
missed urnexamined. His supe 7T 7
porters were declared 1o be - - -
psychalozieal cases.: The “ New
York licrald Toibune,® havingz
published a personal attask on ... -
him, refused in agvance to pub-
lish any replys-— "%
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. MARK
ThL.an~the
K ';.*; Amenean lawyes
£ wblan the Warsen
Conunission  ree
fused to a’dmit 35
. . counscl for
QO<wald, appointing instead an
“observer™ who was content ©
nerely to obierve, has made a. .
scries of fonnulable criticisms
of the grpart. They are
documented, reasoned and, in .
my opinion, xenerally cone
chinive. For his pains, he has .
been subjected to an incredible -~ 7
campaizn of vituperation in the
Anierican and even the British
Press, ‘fo the Press, it scems, -
the report is 3 sacred text, not =
10 be questioned by the profane,
And yet, behind the Press, there -5
still stands the public: a publie *
which, I believe, 1s beeonung ine
cceaningly scephical Loth of the
Press and of tae report, .-+
The Amcrican public docs not
muck discucss the repoit. The - .
same payehologzical causes which ...
e\eite the Press to shrillness
drive the pullic nte silences -+ .
for buti, shritiness snd silence !
are frotections for uneertainty, -7
i oler 1o discuss the
with Americuns, many of
i the ofer. Suine say
Ll akal ther have not read
et e ore detenmined
1o &S00y s sunclusions: they - - -
are o resv usi-c, Bot many are T
serplical. In g a recent poll
showe! tha® 2 majority of -
Anencins waie seplical. No
doubt the matrerity hid not read
the repest eithee~but in such
an  auesnhes there is hope
l!u._' the maiter < not yet closed., .
Ocikodoxy is not yet final; o
heresy may st 1 heard.
Wosld LMY RIGET RESERVED.
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