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L4 v~ 4t By JOHN BRYAN

Q. Where were the two gunm’en? RELL

- Q. ‘Who killed Otficer Tippett?
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: . Herald-Examiner Staff Writer . p
® Mark Lane is finally ready to reveal his theory
‘about what happened in Dallas on.Nov. 22, 1963. R
» . ;In an exclusive Herald-Examiner interview, the New
g York attorney and former State Ay,
semblyman whose book “Rush to Judg:
ment” has helped reopen debate abaut’
-the Kennedy assassination, described -
how he thinks the murder was ag,,
complished. - T e
“Who killed Kennedy?” hie was.,
asked. . C gl
“I think at least two people fired,
at President Kennedy,” said Lane,
“Maybe more. And they fired at leakt’

. MARK LANE

five shots. Therefore it was a conspiracy, because com:’
spiracy is defined by the law as two or more persons:
acting in concert to effect an illegal end..That’s what,
happened in Dallas that day.” . ' .
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A. 4t teast one was behind the wooden fence in tront, o,

gd to-the right of the President. At least one was

R,

e Presidential limousine. I'm inclined to doubt that hey
was in the Book Depository Building, although that 1 A
possibility, I think an-examination of the frames of the.
- Zapruder tilm will indicate that he was more Hkely intHe..

- Dallas Sherift’s Office. -

A- I don’t know but I guess a short, fat, bushy-haired fel- *
-‘ﬁ:w. I think the evidence against Oswald is inconclusive.

"'There are only tWo eyewitnesses and they said the mans
_was short, somewhat stocky and had bushy hair. One -
‘woman, Mrs. Clemans, said that when she came o

Of the house she saw the man that I have just describedy
#éanding over Tippett’s body and she saw him wave to an-~:
éther man across the street and the two of them ran jm '
dgpposite directions. She raised the question that two were :
fnvolved. Since some shells from one manufacturer axid,,
some bullets from another manufacturer were found on.
the scene and in Tippett's body, that gives further cre-
dence to the possibility that two people were involved.. e

_Q- Was Oswald set up as a fall guy? q’l‘, ,,

A I think there’s a very real possibility of that::It;
..geems that someone was .gping around thie Dallas apeas:
. posing as Oswald and involving himself in a series of i~
zarre activities, which would leave a trall that one day?

" would point to Lee Harvey Oswald. This to me is an ingllit .
cation that he was set up as a patsy. Cotan

sl
Q- Why did the Warren Commission cover up the facts . -
as you claim they did? . g 4

A. There is one relatively innocent explanation. The'

Commission may have been toncerned that the coun- .
try could not face the facts after two traumatic expert:-
ences—the. murder of the President and the murder ‘ot"
‘the alleged assassin in the basement of a police station®
-'They perhaps felt we could not face the fact that we did®
not really know who killed the President of the United !
- States and that these assassing were walking the streé&“
_of America. And perhaps for that reason—in order te re-
“store the domestic tranquility—the Commission said thatt
1t was the one man who was dead and the case was there:=
fore closed. . e ’ s Vi

Q Do you want an official reopening of the inquiry? &

; , s
A. ves. I think that’s where we have to begin. We.
have to start again at the- beginning because I think that.,
foday we know no more about the assassination of Presi..
dent Kennedy than was known when the shots were fired.:
.- . 1 think we have' a right to know .-. . There was no .
serious investigation . .. The previous ersatz investiga.

on was designed to cover up the fact that the Cominig,,
-slon had a foregone conclusion that it wanted to present;_
ta the people of this country. I think It is mow (ET

» Although 1t is three years late—to begin rromf@#
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DWHO SHoRIt Hear the tdsey ;7 T

ey Bt wand . ] o ha
A. 1t we can have public hearings — perhaps [benghe ¢
the Congress—and the witnesses are given assurance $hat°
what is wanted from them is the truth, I think the eri-
can people will learn a good deal more about what actual-
-1§.took place in Dallas that day. I would like to be one"
thie investigators preparing for such a hearing. Such
vestigators should be private individuals, not police. Al
+Iithink-that Instead of relying on the police laboratories”
“we should rely on the laboratories and experts at various,
~unlversities who are impartial instead of those alreagy;i
committed to the government’s view. o
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Q.. Why didn’t the Waren Commission. examine the %"
-rays and photographs taken by the government of the
s President's body? e : S
L N . . . g 1A
A, Because they would have had to admit they show,ehd?f‘
‘that the back wound ‘was not in the throat at all’
“but lower in the President’s back and if this were the case
: the: bullet could not have exited from ‘the front of the
President’s throat and gone through Governor Connally’s
'back and exited downwards through his wrist and into "
“his leg. If this one fact is admitted, then there was no ’
Jone assassin. So I think it’s been necessary to lose or to’?
classify the photos and the Xrays and for the autopsy.
doctor to burn his notes—it he burned them—or to sa{i?‘“
that he burned them. . N TR

Tt

Q. why do You say that the Warren Cominission hal“’
‘helped to destroy our American governmental system '
" of checks and balances? R s}

A . President Johnson was asked how he influenced ‘i

fChief Justice Earl Warren to accept chairmanship of the %
gommission and he replied that he didn’t influence him
“%o-do It; he ordered him. Our system'of ‘checks and bal-

ances with truly independent legislative, executive and:$
Judiciary branches goes down the drain when the execus 19l
:tive begins giving orders to the Chief Justice. I think onetiin
of the biggest causes ot the whole Warren report imbal- -2
ance is that we have a President who is a great developer | .\
of consensus for his own ends. On the Commission we 3
find representatives of Johnson, four legislators and the::it



#gMief Justice Tepresenting the judiclary. It’s hard to know 1o}
gwnére to appeal to from this verdict. It seemed to be the 0§
“gwial court . . . except the American peopie. And.one out .M
*three Americans today ‘does not believe the central aqci
wclusion of the Warren Report—that it was Oswald act- ¥

. Fenait outside of Earl Warren, his tamily and the 524




