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Warren Commission Report 
Attacked by Three Authors 
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Tbe story of the sasealientiOn 
of President Kennedy cm Nov. 
22. ISA as been the ildsject of 
numerous magazine articles, 
books, movie films and lectures, 
II well as official investigations, 
Most prominent among the myr-
iad of opinions, conjectures and 
speculations is the report of the 
commission headed by Chief 
Justice Warren of the Supreme 
Court of the 'United States.. 

The Warren Commiseson Re 
port has been almost universally 
accepted as truth, but not quire. 
In the minds of many costive 

tent legallets. astute iournalista 
and objectively minded writers, 
the report of the Warren Com-
mission is open lb attack on 
various grounds. 

indisputable proof that Lee 
Oswald, operating as a one 
waif, fired the shots that killed 
the president and wounded Gs:m-
eow Connally has yet to be es-
tablished. On the question of 
motive there is no conclusive 
evidence. Oswald, the presumed 
assassin, Is dead at the hands 
of one Jack Ruby. 

From three Independent 
INIUMMI, In the volumes here re-
viewed, come critiques of the 
Warren Commission Report that 
cast grave doubt upon the va- 

lectity of Its findings in the light 
of the evidence that was admit-
ted to record. To Edward 1. Ep-
stein in "Inquest," to Mark 
Lane in "Rush to Judgment," 
and to Leo Sauvage in 'the Os-
wald Affair," the Lee Oswald 
case is far from being closed. 

These authors had specific 
grounds for adverse comment 
on the manner in which the 
Warren Commission orderei its 
proceedings. White these au-
thors do not question the per-
semi integrity of the commis-
sion members, they all point out 
the failure of the cernmis.mon to 
admit to evidence the testimony 
of certain eyewitnesses and oth-
ers who offered to testify. 

Lane, who offered to appear 
before the commission as coun-
sel on behalf of the deceased 
Oswald, was denied that oppor-
tunity. Had this privilege been 
granted to turn it is quite clear 
that the loon wolf theory whirl, 
was accepted by the commis-
sion might have been shot to 
pieces. 

Lane says: "In the face of 
Irrefutable testimony showing 
that at least four shots were 
fired, the commission held that 
just three had been fined Clear-
ly, if Oswald was the lone as-
sassin and it be employed the 
rifle the commission claimed he 
had, it would have been impos-
sible for hint to have fired more 
than three shots in less than six 

" seconds, 
The Fief firearms expert who 

tested the weapon testified that 
a period of more than three 
seconds is required in order to 
reload and re-aim the weapon. 

Thus. Lane strongly Implies 
that more than one man was 
involved in the actual firing, 
The commission report rejects 
the theory that the assasienattain 
Was part of a conspiracy. 

"The force of the evidence." 
says Lane. "is mescanable—the 
case against Oswald as the Ione  

assassin is refuted by the very 
witnesses upon whom the com-
mission relied. The FBI report 
devastates the commission's 
conclusion that all of the shots 
were fired from the rear end 
that they were fared by a lone 
assa.estri."' 

Epstein's indictment of the 
commission's report is more 
mildly written. He has estab-
Retied. at least to his own satis-
faction, pray( that the L0011T115- 
51011 "sincerely convinced that 
the national interest would best 
be served by the termination of 
rumors, and predisposed by its 

makeup and by the pressure 
of time not to search more deep-
ly, failed to answer some of the 
questions about the tragedy." 

In tempered language Epstein 
portrays the ways In which the 
commission hampered its ow-
Investigating staff by arbitrary 
instructions that denied them 
the privilege of pursuing their 
inquiries on relevant matters. 

Sauvage, who is American 
correspondent for the Paris 
newspaper La Figaro. minces 00 
words In pointing out the flimsy 
fabric of the testimony upon 
which the Warren report was 
based. He heartily condemns 
the conclusions summarily ar-
rived at hy the Dallas police 
naming Oswald as the lone as-
sassin of ihe ores-dent. 

He further assails the com-
mission Ira permit 
any cross examination of wit-
nesses whine testimony tended 
to fix the guilt upon Oswald. 
Moreover, upon an on-theepot 
check of the building from 
which the shots were allegedly 
fined, he is convinced that had 
Oswald lived and been brought 
to a fair trial he could have es-
tablished an excellent alibi that 
he was net the assassin. 

Sativege says "I find nothing 
to show that Oswald was the 
assassin of President Kennedy 
. . . At the same time the corn- 
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mission turns the other way 
when it comes to exatruning any 
situation that could set it on a 
trail not leading to Lae Harvey 
Oswald . . to any case no of-
ficial agency in the United 
States has the right to contend 
there was no evidence suggest' 
mg that soinerme other than Os-
wald was the assassin, because 
no official agency in the United 
States ever tried to find ouch 
evidence or even condescended 
to look at it when It was spread 
out before its eyes, 

It would take more than a 
Sherlock Holmes to unravel the 
many strings attaching to the 
incongruities and apparent con-
tradictions in the Warren Com-
mission Report and the 23 veil 
times of testimony and finding 
on which the report was pre 
sumahly based. 

"Inquest," "Rush to Judg 
rent" and The Oswald Affair' 
were written by men who proh-
ably spent more time in an otr 
jective study of the testimony 
and evidence than did any sin-
gle member of the Warren Corn-
MIS.T1011. They present their cri-
tiques in a manner that makes 
them ring with probity and 
leaves little room for a flat de-
nial that one or more peronne 
other than Oswald were **1.0 tho 
know" on the assassination, 

Inferentially, if not specifical-
ly, all three authors have left 
much room to believe that if. 
indeed, Oswald was an asses 
ion. his were not the only shots 
that were tired at the occupants 
of the president's car on that 
fateful autumn afternoon in Dal-
las. Tex. 

The incident of the tragedy 
has become history, The  un- 
blemi 	account of what actu- 
ally took place if known to any 
hying person has yet to be writ• 
ten. The Warren Commission 
did not produce it. 
—WILLIAM FL STAUFFER. 


