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. THE OSWALD AFFAIR:
An  Examihation of the
ontradictions and Omis-
ns of the Warren Re-
ort, Leo Sauvage, World,

“part with a vengeance, and
one of them attacks the
on several peripheral

issues (Sauvage a gainst--

Lane); - =
~ Both books make essen-
tially the same basic argu-
ment; The Warren Com-
_mission assumed Oswald's
and sought evidence
) prove it, while suppress-
: a mass of evidence that
would have or might have
disproved it had a legal
trial taken place. Thus the
~ Warren Commission Report
and proceedings
the traditional American
* legal machinery, but pro-
‘duced a verdict (guilty as
charged) that is as binding:
‘g if a trial had taken place.
It would be hard to find
.an ordinary person who be-
«lieves

L Oswald to be inno-
“scent, yet both Sauvage and
- Lane helieve this, and have
“amassed an enormous
amount of data to support
stheir views. Mpreover, ihe
~ question of whiorkilled Dffi-
“cer Tippit likéwise remains
in doubt, after reading these
Jhooks, and the role of Jack
/#Ruby becomes more deeply
~mired in suspicion.

- BOTH Sauvage and Lane
that the commission
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flicted with their bias
Oswald, and printed
of worthless testi-
ny from crackspots and
grious questionable char-
jacters, for example one
‘Reyvilo P. Oliver, who said
y was murdered on
grders from Moscow
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Tonocent?

This plcture of Lee Harvey Oswald recalls those bitter
days during the Kennedy murder and aftermath In
Dallas. Two books now suggest Oswald was framed.
Reviewed today. -

pecause he was “about to
; American.” 4

s, Neither Lane nor Sauvage
; d that Oswald was a
/Sterling character; on the
contrary, - they cite the
‘usual psychiatric sources
 that show him to have begn
"2 sad mistit’ But 1t 13 one
“thing to cﬁi&p%_n_- At

being a mistiti' & §s' quite
‘one of the vilest crimes 1h

ry. Sauvage says flatly

hat Oswald could not have

{murdered JFK and poﬂhg =
‘ did not murder Officer Tip-

_Bvidence (sometimes identi-

cal) to argue essentially the

same thing, without, how=

eVeT, claiming it specifically.
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ally he does not know'

planted incidents. Nai-






