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oswnm  CASE TESTIMON

“ Mark Lane, New York lawyer wﬁ_o
Thas testifled before the President’s
&mmmioﬂ investigating the assassi-
“mation of President Kennedy, issued
July 6 a statement in answer to publish~
-@d remarks by Chief Justice Earl War-
yen doubting the veracity of some of
Lane’s testimony. Lane's answer fal-
Iaws. e

N JULY 3, 1964, Chief Justics Earl

“Warren announced that he had
"every reason to doubt the truthfulness”
‘of the statement made by me under oath.
This rather extreme expression is out of
oharacter for the Chief Justice in gen-
sral, but much In keeping with the War-

1o hear tape omj;spgig' ,

In view ot the at:tament ma.de by the
Chief Justice, I agaln invite him to sub-
‘mit my testimony to the United States
Attorney's office for prosecution for per-
jury so that I may be afforded the op-

portunity to prove by decuments and re-.

cordings the absolute accuracy or‘my

‘testimony, The facts In the maiter nge

these:

In testifying before the mnmmm& :
March 4, 1964, I stated ‘that T had had a
_conversation with Mrs, Helen Loulse
Markham, the prosecution witness who
contends that she Was the sole witness to
thnalsyinsoti.b.mmhthemnis

3 .quenﬂs

T SapRe g gev=: 99, S8 SR sl
JEEues g “& the heavy
side, and halr wna somewhat ‘bushy."*
‘Oswald was of medium hclght ‘quite slen-
“der, and had thin, receding hair. Subse-
. J. Lee Rankin, counsel to the
arren Commission, informed me thal
Mrs. Markham denied the substance oi
“the conversation she had with me and
‘denied further that such a conversat.tcm
ver took p}ace
1 .I have inrurmed the commission that
1 possesa a tape recording of my convet-
“satlon with Mrs, Markham. During my
-second appearance before the commis-
_slon on July 2, Mr. Rankin asked me:
“Dtd ‘Mrs. Markham give permission to
“¥ou or anyone to make that recording?”
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~ Clearly, the commission, by that question,

‘was laying the foundation for prosecu-
- tlon for making the tape recording and
r'i'gs dellberately placing obstacles in my
]aaﬂ: in making fhe tape available to
“them. I have stated to the commission
-that, if I am informed that no prosecu-
ng-will result, I will make the record-

5 inclmmhhtothmn.'rhuunﬂmyhave,

pen 's commitment to pub - assassination. Id me,
Holy refect all evidence tending to . - 1 stated iﬁhnth&"mmmm‘t_he

iy =

“thag Led Harvey Oswald ‘was:narthua sa‘le
) - FCeTimedys!

In view of the statemenfrmde by the
“Chief Justice; I again invite him to sub-
 mit my testimony to the United States
‘Attomey s office for prosecution for per-
*mrymthattmarbemrdadtheor-
po;l;unity to prove by documents and re-
Eeqrdings the absolute accuracy of my
“testimony. The !aets in the mstte: .

Athese 5 g
*In testifying before the wmmjsaion on
March 4, 1964, I stated that T had had a
_conversation with Mrs, Helen Louise
Markham, the prosecution witness who
‘contends that she was the sole witness to
the slaying of J, D. Tipplt, the Dallas
killed 35 minutes after the

sidemdhhhaummmw 2
Oswald was of medium helght, quite slen-
sler. and had thin, receding hair. Subss-

quently, J. Lee Rmkin r,mnmel to the

piononJulyz Mr. ‘Rankin nsked me:
. ‘Did Mrs. Markham give permission to
m or | ne to make that recording?”
Clearly, tHe commission, by that qnesﬁnn.
was laying the foundeation for prosecu-
ﬁm for making the tape recording and
- deliberately placing obstacles in my
Lmth in making the tape avallable to
~“them. I have stated to the cummmmn
At&at i I am informed that no prosecu-
_ton will result, T will make the record-
mu to them, Thus far

4.t.his regnrd ! wat recart-
.hg during this month at & public meet-
_ing to which members of the press _and
,-nembers of the Commission will be in-
- vited. Perhaps at that thne Mr. Warten
( Will tell us some of those “every reasons”
hie has had to doubt my testimony. -
The commission, by its conduct fom
the yery outset, has indicated that. it

‘wishes to believe and o prove that Os-
«wald was the lone agsassin. The series of

“leaks" and public statements made to
<the press by the chairman annd ather

~members of the commission clearly in-

~dicates that. The refusal to permit Os-
wald to be represented by coumnsel and

- the insistence that the testimony be bnken

in secret behind closed doors gives fur-

ther credence to the belief that the uom

~mission seeks to hide, not to secure g
r Pelease the evidence, -

- The intemperate puhm: statemenh ln
tl:ds matter, so olit of character for the
Chief Justice, falls, unhappily but quite
~logically, into that. mmm ot wmnm
sion ‘behavior. -
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