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Warren Commission Report
by Three Atithors

Attacked

The story of the assassination
of President Keunedy on Nov.
22, 1363, as been the subject of
BuMerous magazine  articles,
books, movie films and lactures,
as well as offictal investigations,
Most prominent among the myr-
lad of opinions, conjectures snd
speculations is the report of the

tent legalists, astute journalists
and ohjectively minded writers,
the report of the Warren Com.
mission is open o attack on
various grounds.

proof that Lee

From three  Independent
sources, in the volumes here re
viewed, come critiques of the
Warren Commission Report that
cast grave doubt upon the va.

lidity of its findings in the light
of the evidence that was admit-
ted w record. To Edward J. Ep-
steim in “lnguest,” to Mark
Lane in “Rush tw Judgment "
and to Leo Sauvage in “The Os-
wald Affair,” the Lee Oswald
caze is far from being closed,
These authors find specific
grounds for adverse comment
on ihe manner In which the
Warren Commission ordersed iis
proceedings., While these azu.
thors do not question the per
sonal integrity of the commis-
sion members, they all point out
the failure of the commission to
admit to evidence the testimony
of certain eyewitnesses and oth-
ers who offered to testify.
Lane, who offered i appear
before the commission as coun
sel en behali of the deceased
Oswald, was denied that appor-
tunity. Had this privilege been
granted 0 him it is quite clear
that the jone woil theory which
Was accepted by the commis-
sion might have been shot

was part of & conspiracy.

“The force of the evidence ™
BAYVE Llne "is inescapable—the
case sgainst Oswald a5 the lone
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assassin is refoted by the very
witnesses upon whom the com-
migzsion relied. The FBI report
devastates the commission’s
conciusion that all of the shots
were fired from the rear and
that they were fired by a lone

Epstein’s indictment of the
cinmission’s  report I8 more
mildly written, He has estab-
ithed, at least to his own satis.
faction, proof that the commis-
sion “sincerely convinced that
the national interest would best
be served hy the termination of
rumers, and predisposed bv its

makeup and by the pressure
Of time not o search more
ly, failed to answer some of the
Questions about the tragedy.”
in tempered language Epstein
portrays the ways in which the
commission hampersd ity ow
investigating staff by arbitrary
instructions that denied them
the privilege of purmung thsir
inquiries on relevant matters.

Sauvage, whw {5 American
carrespondent for the Paris
newspaper Le Figaro, minces no
words in pointing out the fimsy
fabric of the tesumony upon
which the Warren report was
based. He heartily condemns
the conclustons summarily ar-
rived at by the Dallas pelics
naming Oswald as the lone as-
sassin of the pres'dent

He further assails the com-
mission In its failure to permit
any cross examination of wil-
nesses whose testimony tended
to fix the guilt upon Oswald.
Moregver, upen an on-thespot
check of the building from
which the shots were sllegediy
fired, he is comvinced that had
Oswald lived and been brought
in a fair triaf he could have es-
tablished an exceilent alibi that
he was not the assassin.

Sauvage says: “| find nothing
o show that Oswsid was the
assassin of President Kennedy
- .. At the same time the com-
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Lee Harvey Ouwald Is pictured in enstody In Dallss
after his arrest foliowing the asssasinstion of Presi-
deat Keanedy on Nov. 22, 1964. This Is an (lusira-
tion from Mark Lane’s ‘Rush to Judgment.’




mission tums the other way
when It comes to ng any
situation that could set H on a
trail not leading to Lee Harvey
Dswaid . . . In any case no of-
ficial agency in the United
States has the right to contend
mﬁvmmmmw-
g that someone other than Os-
wald was the assassin, because
no official agency in the Usited
States ever tried to find such
evidence or even condescended
to look at it when it was spread
out before its eyes.”

It would take more than &
Sheriock Holmes to unravel the

mission Report and the 25 vol
umes of testimony and finding
on which the report was prs
sumably based.

“Inquest.” “Rush to Judg

—WILLIAM H. STAUFFER.



