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= Kamedy, Officer J. D. Tippit
o2 H Osweld,

§ ‘Tnereasingly
i clﬁurﬂmlwem-tﬁnbe-
= vather (han the end of
tb%gﬂmmoﬁnm
_ination of President John F.
Kmn;dyinna!bsmumnber
- 722, 1963. This may seem
Ehin!inmw attﬁafaut that
1s now twoymmnm
‘the Warren after
ten manths of intensive but in-
* {ermittent effort, issued its im- .
ﬂmﬁusmm e Report on the
axsassination, followed 2 few

_ months later by the even mora
impomg 26-volume set of Hear-

ned to provide the raw
mntprial on which the Commis-
sion hased Iln fmdmga

tha W
~ the nalmeul its mandate. “and
_ll:_awayithadcamednmm

of the Warren Commis- dence
:&m’s Inguiry Into tha Mur- ings
‘ders of President John F. contain all




ot “'the most adious event in
natinnal history."
" As the result, no doubt, of his
Sitreme views, together with his
“fendency to indulge in emotional
rhetarie, Weisherg was unable
to find a publisher for his manu=
seript and was reduced to pub-
" lishing it at his own expense.
‘Far more fortunate was Edward
wday Epstein, a young graduate
‘sfadent in palitical science at
‘Cornell (now working for his
doctorata at Harvard), who par-
ed a maslet's thesis on the
arron Commission into-a high-
[y - suceessful hook. Nolwith-
-standing its ‘occasional aca-
ic dryness; the hook has
g:gimnctiﬂn of heing tha first
ue of the Warren Commis-
sion Report which has mada a
E:l impact on American think-

Warmn Lomrmssmn Repnrt who
soverwhelm the: reader with a
wemass of coniroversial delail,
JHpstein wisely limited himself

[few key questions and ham-
d them home in a way
ﬁﬁueh made it difficult to ignore

e

Jlls basic purpose, he telis ua,

EDWARD JAY EPSTEIN

‘was o discover how tha Warren
g}qm:nissmn operated—how it or-
Pnbed its vgg:k how it econ-

sefved of its function, what lim-
5 lt set to its investigation, and
“how it selected from the mass
‘- ennﬂkﬁng evidenca those de-

ils "@"‘ thmd its find-
A

tion concerns what he
as tha irreconcilable spht_ba-
tween tha commission's  fune-
tion, “which was to ascertain
the facts,” and its “ultimate
purpose,” which was “{o pr
tha national inferest by
pelling rumars,”” It there
been no conflict between- |
tion and hasic purpose—in othe
words, if thera had been no
truth in any of the rumonwﬁﬁh-
sprang np :fter tha lswdmp

tion—thera would beeqq&
difficuity. Since tius was unfi
tunately not the case, in Ep~

stein’s view, the commissin:
to make & choice, and it allawed
its investigation to he dominated
by the desire to dispel rumors
at tha expense of fearlessly
searching for the troth. -
As a test question
considers in detail the e

Connally. (!rure
from. standard mdumm:
cedure Fpstein neglects to pive
ceredit tn any of the earlier
stidies in which this question
was taken up. aven though the
problam of the number and
sotres of ist:: shols hax hecoma
a majar e in the cnnti:mfng
" investigation and has
:reabed by saveral writers . I'ne
ore i ) ’
s Epstein, among them W‘i?t
The Number Of Sﬁa!t
Tha evidence, Epstein 2
tains (in agreement with uw
other eritics), virtually m(eswt
tha conclusion reached hy
Warren Commission that unly
thres shots were fired and that
they all came from the sixth
fioor of the Texas School Book
Depository building in which
Oswald worked. This conclusion’

in turn fatally uncermines tnas
Commission's finding that 0s-
wald was the sole assassin and
opens wide the door Lo specufa-
tion as to further assassins; with
the Inevitable corollary of a con=
spiracy. Epsfein refrains, how-
ever, from pursuing the question
heyonr.l this  paint, contenting
himsell wilh showing how the
three-shol hypothesis farced it to |
select and interpret the evidetics
idn order iguttress its. con-

tiv repots which e
posited ational Arf:w

and with the e
the
was ahls to

Phen members of the Commis-
ginn (hut not its chairman) and
A nymber ol its staff members.
ﬂlﬁ\ongh thers have been crifi-
cims of Epstein’s usa of this
material, his account of how the
Unmmission aperated is a valu-
phlg cantribution to knowladge

Lma s Book Impressme
‘Pi‘nhahly the heat-known erilic
af the Warren Commission, from
‘the moment of its establishment,
besf Mark Lane, a New
. lawyer who originally
mttred the casa as tha aitorney
refained by Mra. Marguerite
Oswald, Les Harvey Oswald's
mather, to defend her dead son
hefore the Commission, and who
eontinped {o devote his full time
o the case sven after Mrs.
ship, Lane's an es-

va legal defense of Oswald,
ing the same ground as
isherg and (in part) Epstein,
_enriched by far greater de-




* difficnlty in drawing some tenta-
‘live deductions rl:I Lan:!\ 18
{presentation of the evidence

 thoug he ix careful to avoid

her, 1963, and publie
ahtoad has continued to

Nowhera have interest
lation heen mare in-
in France, and no one
s more to influencs
: thinking on the subject
than Leo Saivage, a F:‘e“':h
Wpel" ﬂll'!ﬂlpﬂ“dm

kg‘m who made a first-hand
51 of the assassination and
sequences, It is good,
ﬂuﬁ&n‘e that Sauvage's hook,
first published in France in
“has now heen made avail-

an excellent American
panslation, (Tha author tells us
E‘ an American edition was
nearly ready for publication ‘in

1964, but was with-
sirawn by tha publisher hm'nedl-
ately aEler the nlﬂu

mmm}um

st a lively inferest in tha

{though he appears.in general to
ba sympathetic fo _ America, -
Sauvage is strongly “eritical oE
the Daﬂaa police, tha press, tha
FRT, and the Warren Commis-
sion, and he is abla to draw an
effective contrast hetween Amer-
ican ideal standards of public
conduct and the not infrequent
lapses of which officials have
- been Ruilty.

The Attack On Walker

Like Lane and Weisherg,
Sanvage attempts to exculpate
Oswald, but he goes further
“than either in offering an alter-
native explanation. His sug-
gasted solution is & conspiracy

by while racists, angered hy
Rennedy's spm‘lﬁm‘shlp of meas-
ures to improva the position of

Jng tha-dévelopmmt of the cite
through the ‘spring of 1064, Al-

_'_wald's mnocenct Samge Lane
and Weisberg tend to deal just

- as cavalierly with tha facls as,

~.in their view, tha Warren Cam-

pling.

_ thera is depeu 1

tion of Marina's stor wd.h Te-
- gard fo the a on General
Walker, a fact which nona of ths
critics seems. to have noticed.
Gem‘gn ‘De Mohrensch one
of (ha witnesses whom the
‘Warren  Commission

galed at'length, and whn lmew
Oswald as well as any of his

- acquaintances  in the Dallas

area, told the commission that
he had accidentally stumbled
~onto evidanq of Oswald's guilt
a few days after the aflack on
General Walker was made.

Oswald Not Cleared

In adchtmn. we hava the zheet
of instructions which, according
to Marina, Oswald Ieft with her
for guldam after his expected
arrest for the assassinalion of
General Walker, Evaluation of



more serious consideration than
any of Lhe critics have accorded.
it. (Sauvage carelessly bases his |
description of it on a second-
hand reading which is demon-
strahly incorrect.} =
The critics, in shart, have b
more successful in their eforts
to discredit the Warren Com-
mission and its mvhfl:u of the
crima, than in providing one
their own. In particular, they 5

liava 5o far [ailed completely'in
their efforts to separate Oswald:
hardly possible for a detached
ohserver to tems;d ﬁm:ugh;tb %
voluminous mony on, @8-
wald’s personality and back. |
ground provided by a host of
witnesses in the Hearings with- -
oul reaching the conclusion that |
in_goma way ha played a key -
rola in the assassination, even
though it may turn out that he ]
was-not tha only assassin, ar
perhaps not, in any direet
senss, an assassin at all, >} ‘

Sl

The Situation Now 'L:s_
Where, then, does the problem
stand at present? The work al
tha Warren Commission has

possibla hypothesis among. sev-
eral, but it is unlikely to assim

the Commission as hlack a mark
as ifs critics would wish. Espe-
cially by ils courageons decision 1
to publish its Hearings, the Com- |
mission demonsiraled that its

fundamental commitment was

to the truth, and for this it de-

serves full recognition.

Sinca the Warren Commis-
sion's work has aroused well-
founded eriticism, &hould = i#
reply to ity eritics, or should a
new Government-sponsored in-
vestigation ha undertaken? Both
suggestions hava heen made, but:
it seems donu]&htéud if btzatany useful
purpose would - be ‘served: by
proceeding along thesa' lines.
Epstein's demonstration i
hasie dilemma which conf .
Commissioi

L w; alidity for the wark :
~retain ilx validity e work
of any othier  Govern il
appainted hody of investi ‘
The search for tha fruth from
hera on can best be left to pri- |
-tvat'a_. initiative—to. amateur ‘de-
ectives, lawyers, newspaper-
men, or scholars of varions
disciplines. ] =8

It ia vital, of course, that the
still existing evidenca should ha
caralully preserved as far as
possible; anyone having first.
hand knowledge of any aspect
of the assassination shonld pre-
pars a wrilten, si and dated
racord of what hang-d she knows,
regardless of how much or Jifttle
it may conform fo prevailing
thearies. Ont of the clash of
opinions and hypotheses, out of
the welter of conflicting ‘evi-

dence, it is not too much to hopa
that soma day the full fruth
about the assassination of Presi.
dent Kennedy may emerge...



