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Some at home, many more abroad, raise skeptical questions

*; 1/ .

_ i - J/ L’
« JFK’s Murder: Sowers of Doubt

Almost from the first, the crime of the
‘wentury  seemed hardly a mystery, A
“Bre 90 minutes after John F. Kennedy
was shot down in Dallas last Nov, 22,
Aee Harvey Oswald was under arrest.
Jefore the night was out, he was for-
.mally  charged with the assassination.
Mithin two days, he had been tried in
ythe press, convicted in the public mind,
and executed by small-ime strip-joint
impresario Jack Ruby. It was open and
‘shut—or was it?

TN nagging chorus of doubts  was
“abroad on both sides of the Atlantic last
Week, the dissenting opinions of a world
Hat vet wholly convinced that Oswald—
“and Oswald alone—killed the President.
“rSome of the alternate views were
'g{ninl_\' farfetched: it was a plot by the
Q¥ndicate, or the CIA, or labor rack-
“tHeers, or a ring of Dallas cops. Yet such .
"'E:\lc:s are only the most imaginative mak-
‘g the rounds in the absence of a final,
dithoritative account of the case. Some
‘of the doubts are political, the specula-
Mons of those given to a conspiratorial
View of events. The far rizht has been
‘telatively quiet, content to rest its case
orf Oswald’s private “Marxism”™ and his
Awo-vear defection to Russia as ipso
facto evidence of a Cormmunist plot, The
ypice of the left has been lustier,
FEhrown onto the defensive by Oswald’s
politique, it has applied reverse English
tp the conspiracy theorv: the suspect
suns really an FBI hireling. a erypto-
xightist—if he was involved at all.

a"» But even in the middle, some Ameri-
reans—and many Europeans—simply find
44 hard to believe that so great a crime
should be so random, so absurd, so de-
moid of motivation and mystery as it
seems in the official "view.

It was precisely to settle apy doubts
“oliirmoes "JE?[ ai gaoTw 9:103‘1‘ 1sd W

s —mAens wohsankha™W oA

lege loclure circuit; the Warren cogdy

that Lyndon B. Johnson named his ex-
traordinary commission of inquiry with
Chief Justice Earl Warren as chairman.
But the commission is still taking testi-
mony in private, its verdict still two or
three months away. Untl that verdict is
in, the public case against Oswald re-
mains a collage of statements and mis-
statements by Dallas  authorities in
the first chaotic days after the assas-
sination, patched up piecemeal by un-
attributed leaks from Washington and
amateur sleuthing by newsmen.

Grab Bag: That mixed bag has been
a grab bag for the doubters, a source of
loopholes and contradictions for anyone
with the time and the will to subject the
press accounts to a close, selective exe-
gesis. Conspiracy theories are common
currency abroad. And an ex-Communist
American in Paris, Thomas Buchanan,
seems destined for the widest circulation,
with one of the most fanciful rees
structions of all: Oswald was little moxg
than an errand boy and, finally, the fa
guy in a plot involving several Dall
policemen. His account—serialized
the Paris tabloid L'Express—has 1
snapped up by book publishers throug
out Europe.

And Oswald is not without defend
in the U.S. His most ardent advocaf
has been Mark Lane, a New York law
ver who made his name as a controveg
sialist in a lonely, losing campaign fOF
conflict-of-interest legislation as a oné®
term state assemblyman. He had
ready argued Oswald’s innocence in
lengthy “brief” published in the left
National Guardian when the suspec
mother, Marguerite, named him di
fense counsel to her late son. Sincl
he has carried his cause onto the
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And critiques by other skeptics have
appeared in several liberal journals,
among them The New Republic, The
Nation, and Commentary.

" Questions: The critiques are a
mixed lot, some based entirely on news-
paper accounts, others—inchnding Lane's
—fleshed out by on-scene inguiries in
Dallas. Yet they share an instinet for
the soft spots in the case thus far made
public. With official sources under or-
ders to” button up until the Warren re-
port is in, the doubters have raised
some puzzling questions for which only

incomplete answers are now available,
" The key points:

i

. Did all the shots fired at the Ken-

fiedy matarcade really come from the
sixth floor of the Texas School Book
Pepository, where Oswald worked?

i The doubters argne that one, at least,
came from a railroad overpass or a
grassy knoll dead ahead of the motor-
tade—not from the Depository to the
rear, Several witnesses thought that was
the angle of fire, and so did the cop
who first broadcast a report of the as-
sassination, Moreover, doctors at first
described a wound just below the Presi-
dent’s Adam’s apple as an entry wound
“an impossible shot from the rear. Two
newsmen reported seeing a bullet hole
in the windshield of the Kennedyv lim-
ousine. And some press tallies of the
number of recovered bullets suggest
that four or five shots were fired—not
three as officially indicated.
Investizators simply dismiss ear-wit-
ness accounts of where the shots came
from; besides, no known witnesses saw
a rifle on the knoll or the overpass,
while some reported seeing a gun bar-
rel in the Depository window, They
also discount the entry-wound diagnosis
as the fleeting impression of doctors be-
fore they opened the President’s throat
in the attempt to save his life. Accord-
ing to subsequent leaks, an autopsy at
Bethesda, Md., showed the President
had been hit twice from behind—once
in the back of the shoulder, once in the
back of the head. A third shot hit Texas
Gov. John Connally in the back.
Authorities remain convinced that no
other shots were fired. By their count,

the bullet that hit Connally lndged
his leg. Another fell from Mr. Ken-
nedy’s body when he was placed on a

streteher—thus giving rise to reports of
bullet. The third bullet
mented: one chunk exited through Mr.
Kennedy's throat, and another scarred
the inner laver of glass in the three-ph
middle  windshield, There wasnt so
much as a bump on the outer laver,
said one commission insider—and there

wias no bt xilwt hole,
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Depository su-
perintendent Rov Truly and a police-
man dashed into the building, bounded

In the first moments,

up to the second Hoor, and
Oswald coolly sipping a Coke in the
cafeteria—a bare 30 seconds, by Truly's
estimate, after the final shot. Truly him-
self figures it would have taken a man
at least that long to get downstairs from
the sixth floor. And the doubters insist
the killer would have last still

spatted

maore
time crossing the sixth-floor room—to
hide the rifle—and buyving the Coke
from a cafeteria coin machine. Their

conclusion: Oswald would have to have
been in two places at once, And further
complicating the picture was the entry
a cabbie jotted in his log when a man
he identified as Oswald boarded later.
His notation said 12:30 p.m.; the as-
sassination was at 12:31. The doubters
grant that the entry might have been
a rough guess. But thev feel it never-
theless raises questions since, by official

accounts, Oswald first walked seven
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Fere found on the rifle,

Wa palm print matching Oswald’s—p

Hes say,
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—and still reached his rooming hot
sometime between 12:45 and 1 p.dd
Investigators doubt whether Truly gét
upstairs quite so quickly as he said -
did; their assumption is that the assas

got a head start downstairs in the
fusion immediately after the

And one insider quoted the cabbie 8
saying he customarily logged his fa
in ffteen-minute blocks; a 12:30 entf
might mean any time up to 12:45.

Could Oswald have fired the

The doubters say not even an

involved. They quote one published 18
port that no palm prints or fingerpring
They cite th
Hegative results of paraffin tests on
wald’s cheeks as evidence that he ha
fired a rifle.

¥ Investigative sources insist that the

stme clothing particles traceable to tHg}
shirt he wore to work that mormi
They write off paraffin tests as ing
usive. They insist that the rifle fou
By Dallas police in the Depository v
e one Oswald bought under
dssumed name, despite some initial ¢
fhision in identifving it. And, so authoy
ballistics tests show it fired %
three shots. Could Oswald have shut"i&
fa\l’ Some experts say others il
Jnvstn:.ltuv. simply note that the fivgs
#nd-a-half-second estimate is only
estimate, anyway. Their unbudging
usion: Oswald could—and did.

K."ch! Oswald shoot down Dallus
folman ].D. Tippit?

":""'I‘he doubters question whether

-t -
was the man who gunned down Ti
’m"thv st_ru-t 3 mi]e from thc
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Was there a conspiracy?

The doubters find portents apl
it there was, starting with ()sw.ll
kv escape from the Depository

§ swift arrest miles away, ending W
“own death at Ruby's hnuds Mgy
celv credible security bungle. Som
fnder how Oswald slipped out of
flding unless someone let him  01E8
ers doubt the official account thal
rald’s arrest was ordered because
the only Depository emplove
f in a quick headcount immed
- assassination, They que:




_V'lnce' And Ruh\'s act ﬂf vengeance
Btirred the deepest suspicions of all; a
ouis Harris poll showed that fully 40
jer cent of the U.S. public still believes
ere was some link between the two.
. Tip on a Slip: For Oswald’s es-
ape, there is only the altemative the-
that he slipped out before police
puld seal off the building—a process
at took four or five minutes by Truly's
istimate. There was a headeount, but
he first police broadeasts describing the
ispect were based on a tip from a by-
ander who had seen a man who looked
ke Oswald leave the building. By the
1w police were ready to name Oswald
o the air, he had alreadv been ar-
ested. And Ruby? Bevend the word of
mixed lot of witnesses who claimed lu
lave seen him with Oswald, authoriti
y there is no solid evidence of .'%z
Borinection.
i Yet the virtually impossible pmbleﬂt
f proving a negative is likely to leave
e case forever open to doubt by thoﬁ
1w favor the conspiratorial viey
¢ ll said one Justice Department lat“
-KET “I can'’t prove that I didn’t u:w:plre
fipwith Oswald to kill the President.”
Ahe end, all he and his colleagues cam:
is rafse the corollary question of ;g
%-;jw—le:t alone why—all the government
gene es involved would enter a k!%’
oof effort to frame Oswald if he
ocent or to shield his fellow plutt@
he was part of a conspiracy.
2One  favored answer among L@—
ubters is that Oswald was on the
pavroll of the FBI, the CIA, or some
ther  agency  and  that  authoritie
ranted the case closed quickly to hi
xmulw:mnt Both the FBI and CIA
¢ denied emploving Oswald. ‘xetﬁt.
doubts are at last to be laid to resty
: Warren commission will have to
vincingly with that fquestion .md o
ated one: why Oswald wasn't icr:pt
er surverllance during the Presidey
visit as a known leftist and a somf@@
e defector. FBI officials dismiss
fuestion as “"Monday morning  quartége
acking”; the doubters go on doubtin nge
. Homework: Some, indeed, have |
Bacly written off the Warren commissi
| the mistaken ground that it is limit
s inquiry to evidence already collech
d digested by the FBL The comm
actually is going far beyond: it
mmoned 40 key witnesses thus f
shington, and dispatched a crew
own staff lawyers to Dallas to tg
tatements from pe rla.1p< 150 oth
‘Our own investigation,” says one my
Der, “has been much more o\h.ms
an anything done by the FBL”
: ”I’hc commissioners  are  pain
of the doubters; some [
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commission is under Presidential order:
nnt to discuss the case until its report is
. Meantime, the commission has taken
pnn not only to collect its own first
hand evidence but to submit it to '.Lrpﬁ
cal review even before the report js
written. On its invitation, the American
Bar Association has d'spatched a rotat
ing series of lawvers to look out for
Oswald’s interests. And, though its pro-
ceedings have been closed to public
view, the commission plans eventually
publish the testimony it has taken.’
“We've had one objective,” a com
sion staffer says: “the truth.” But
its account of the truth is publish&
the doubters—and theorizers—at
and abroad have the field to thcmsc!%
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