nquest: The Warren Comm
and the Establishment of Truth
'Edward Jay Epstein, Viking,
Rush to Judgment, by Mark
lolt, Rinehart and Winston, §
Che Oswald Affair: An Examination
of the Contradictions and Omissions
of the Warren Report, by Léo Saop-
ivage. World, $6.95.
- Whitewash, by Harold Weisberg.
Privately printed.

These books all deal, in different
wiys, with the many loose ex_lda and

f e gssassination of
esident Kennedy. Mr. Epstein’s
quest is the most effective indict-
ent yet of the Commission’s meth-
ods and findings. It is clearly written,
concise, and logical; it avoids polem-
ies or legalistic nit-picking; the au-
thor takes note of the fact that the
Commission was hurried in its work
by strenuous political pressure. Bpt.

he pulls no punches m labelmg'!i
entire invesﬁ::utﬂvt 'ﬂextremel}
superficis’ ™  'n explamms' whrhe’

T

finds parts of its famous Re'port

accurate,” “misleading,” “dubious
and (in words quoted from onz of:
Commission’s lawyers) “simply &
honest " Mr, Epstein began this

as a master’s thesis in governme
Carnell; he is obviously a tale
- - . . -

young man who Knows now 1o
friends and influence people to talk.In
his role as inguiring scholar he ob-
tained significant interviews with
of the Commigsion’s seven members
(all except Chief Justice Warren and
Senator Richard B. Russell) and with
ten key members of the Commission’s
staff. An interesting statistic which
he brings out is that four of the Com-
mission members were so busy with
other government duties that they
heard less than half the testimon
given; Senator Russell, for msmﬁé
heard only 6 per eent, while Allen,
Dulles, who attended more hearingsy:
than any other memher heard 71 g&a
ent. 41 80
Inquest is the first book I have re end”
hich offers reliable informatio
about MATEUVErs, debates, and doubfs;
ithin the Commission itself. Fori-1
mple, readasrﬂf tems Riprab

~d 48T 4o derit mirt 2ainUnT

iv g

it admitted “some differ
nce of opinion' about what has com
: t0 be the most crucial point in the cas
Fi.c., whether Governor Connally”
unds were caused by a bullet th
sed through the President’s bod
by a different bullet. )
We learn now that “difference of |
'gspmwn” was & mild way of putti
it Mr. Epstein, citing his intervi
us that two mem’bera' of

& leeBytterfield, a jormer editor Ibf
§ (nally

Past,” has studied and written about
ail four assassinations of U. 5. Presi-

and authorof " The Awmerican

demts. -
" Boggs, stil ot belie t?j
bullet theory, while a third member,

Senator Russell, reportedly refused
to sign the Report if it concluded t
both men were hit by a single b
This strong dissent within the
mmslon—equlvalent to a hung Jury i
%ak'ea] murder trial-was glossed
m_ﬁnd concealed from. the public b
»shufile of adjectives. The major
"'ﬁ:Eered to say there was compellin

: eory, Senator Russell suggested
b= é'gdtbls instead (although it was not
s&redible to him) ; and the staff me
ofkers: who ~wrote the Report final
S@ame up with-a 'phrase—“there lﬁ

09I n2 nntsilisnns

Con.na]ly’s wounds"—-whlch
n members agreed to sign.
{One witness who was never pe
suaded was Governor Connally, who
told the Commission he heard tiwe

wnunded and fell over into ug
s arms. He did not hear the
ch struck him because “any rif
has a velocity that exceeds the speed
sound” and “I was hit prior to the
e the sound reached me, and I ¥
er in a state of shock or the impact
wag such that the sound didn’t even
register. . .."” Which sounds very
onable, along with the testimony,
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Connally, who said she turm

to his wounded throat befqip:
‘husband was hlt and the e

the ﬁrst shot struck the P
It was 1mposs:ble for a 8i

controversy in a.ll frmr books
sted above. I find Mr,




Mz.ldmthoiiaﬂmmbﬁnv&rm £
ohr 1@ bbtsveentas@nmiysibm -
dawydnwAQalehl Specter) ands: two
MNhiyadootpos (Commanders Jamead.
~Hipmes bnd J2:Thornton Boswell) whb
spmsfgrivsi-the autopsy on the Presi-
dent! ‘At first, according to Specter,
Heblof the single bullet—and ‘Gf a
g‘lwrmctmn" by Governor Con-
afiybvas suggested by Humes. Lt
ed in the Comnusaibn&
36 "a “possibility” acknowl
‘ &xnxevbral witnesses. One: Hst
 fhyvopable opinion was expressd

wﬂlﬂﬁ ‘Frazier, an FBI ballistith .
_ W-\pr:]mllﬂ Minyould certainly say it whs
e wdut I don’t say that it probt
i i lgbetirred because I don’t have!thié
”Mmmm to base a statemehk
* gk BtRRRY "Despite this clear dis-

{ wﬂ?ﬁﬁ Warren Report, on page

f *"ilg, ‘apedlires: “Frazier testified -

!
o

:‘;ll wound which shattered his skul]
the earlier wounds in his back and
iroat which caused him to clutch at
_“hig neck before the final bullet was

fired. Conflicting descriptions of th
* | lesser wounds, and the definite f
*ﬁm made on his clothing, sxmply. do=
““not agree with the Commission’s e

(yelusion that they were “probably"
““eauded by a single bullet which then

&tnve]ed on and infiicted all three| of
" the Governor's wounds. And it is now. .
too late to obtain any clearer medwd1

¥ial, and some serious—cs

fﬁiuid in the twenty-seven val

\d'Bliblished by the Warren Commissigh

i rﬂmi'm other investigations of ‘tHe:
“'BRse] Yet the circumstantial evider
#4411’ points overwhelmingly to

-:Harvey Oswald as a deliberate pats

mmt (and so far as we know %

ly ‘one) in the killing of Presiden

; Kennedy. None of the Commmamn &

© @ritics has produced a glimmer of eviz

k;;{-&hcé that would justify accusih

*:; g his aame to people, and then com-
'Mitted the murder, while the

* Oswald rushed out on the street ,_‘

M’ﬂ]ﬂm 1‘0115 h:maequ ! ™

i |

[pust be the pive dream 4f a. sidk |
morist. And the “Texas oil rmlllon-
Tﬂre,” beloved by European news-
yhaper readers, who supposedly paid
| Oswald to take the rap, has never been
named or approximately identified. It
T8 impossible to picture him keeping
®ilence and rubbing his hands with
| secret glee at getting away with this

crime.

No, the assassins of Presidents can
only complete their act by taking
! eredit in public and declaring their
| reasons. Even John Wilkes Booth ac-

‘gomplished that from the stage of
d’s Theatre. I believe Oswald
would have done the same if he had
Wved a little longer. And I don’t think
| (i?r a moment that Jack Ruby had any
of:ive for shooting Oswald other
an a warped yearning for self-glo-
wrtfeatmn.
X One reason I like Mr. Epstein and
qﬂest is that he has no pet theories
19& peddle. He adds up the tough facts
, that historians must cope with for a

| drwimeta come. Mr. Magk Tare, ig

ithle1bq nd e dommenit zids d inpgrkdidhel
mbeutmanihenry<thadd dagsl ot shiale
#ense’to me, namely, that Dswald; wab
Annocent. His book is an arguntent for
the defense, very earnest and eompd-
tent, but admittedly one-sided mplesd-
ing. 21i) tA dnsb
‘Mr. Sauvage's The Oswaldsd fFair
?&the work of a French journalixteflio
lgveatigated the Kennedy murdeiism
his own and collected bits of evidente
that are not easily availableishser
where. He is addicted to mystérighs
#The Chicken Bones Mystery [ ‘fxie
Italian Rifle Mystery,” "ThelMyﬂwLY
of the Russian Widow,” .and qa ke
but his book will interest ybu(if-you
have an insatiable appetite fordetalds.
Mr. Weisberg’s self-published. Wislier
wash brings up the rear of,this Jilt
and, I fear, deservedly so. Itsstylesnd
regard for facts can be repmeseided
by one short quote: “If. sthe Fippit
murder had not happened, iramonld
;ai;ve had to have been ‘invented.
gre is reason to believe.thatsin
hfﬁﬁtni,t -}Rlasa?;@ Losdte Hlrdd of



