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Phe dispute about the Warren 

- Commission's findings has ’been 

mounting steadily. This article is 

based on excerpts from a panel dis- 

cussion of the Warren Commission's 

report by two of its leading critics 

-and two attorneys who helped in the 

cammission's investigation of Pres- 

: ident, John PF, Kennedy's ‘assassina- 

on. 
eThe discussion was held before the 

_ Associated Press Managing Editors 

Convention in San Diego. The tran- 

script of the discussion was made 

available to Opinion by the Asso- 

elated Press. 
‘The participants were authors 

Mark Lane ("Rush to Judgment") 

and Edward Jay Epstein ("In- 
quest"), eritics of the report, and Jo- 

seph A. Ball and Wesley J. Liebeler, 

both of whom served on the com- 
mission's staff. 
‘Ball is a Los Angeles attorney and 

Liebeler is acting professor of law at 
UCLA. 

Edward J. Epstein 
“My book dealt with the workings 

and operations of the Warren Com- 
missioners. This is not what I'm 
going to discuss today because it is 
in the book ... 1 think I'd rather 
discuss the new evidence that has 
come to light... = 
4This is, of course, the X-rays and 

autopsy photographs that were 
turned over to the National . Ar- 
‘chives by the Kennedy family. 

-Although the release of these au- 
- topsy ‘photographs made headlines 

across the nation, it was not immedi- 
ately clear how in fact these autopsy 
photographs could solve the myste- 
ry of Dallas. ‘ 

‘Quite understandably most people 
“want a simple, one-sentence answer 
to: an extremely complex mystery. 
“Thus it is not surprising that I was 
misquoted as saying that the autop- 
sy photographs would probably re- 
duce the probability of a second. as- 

A 

diction. in the, Com 

evidenge. igor 

sassin to nil. , 

: Value of Photographs , 

a . ‘Since I have not seen the autopsy 

- photographs nor know, of .anyone 

“who has seen them and I have no 

idea-what they show, I- obviously 
can't predict how. or what they will 

reveal. What in fact I did say was 

that these photographs. might re- 
solve the mystery. Might, that is. 

My article in this month's Esquire 

magazine shows that most of the 

‘conspiracy theories hang on ques- 

tions about the autopsy and in a nut- 

shell, if these autopsy photographs 

reveal that the bullet that entered 

President Kennedy in the back-exit- 

edithrough his.throat, I think that it: 

will diminish the probability of a se-! 

cond assassin. baa 

Qn the other hand, if these autop- 

sy. photographs and X-rays shoy 

that the bullet did not pass through-' 

_ the: President's body, I think it will’: 
diminish the. probability of a. single 

assassin commiting, the. assassina-‘“ 
tion. . 
‘~The question is how can_ these - 
photographs show all this? First of 

‘all, these autopsy photographs do 

constitute new evidence, at least:in 

the very real sense that they were. 

not entered into evidence before the; 
‘Commission, or. examined by~ the ” 

Commission's staff or analyzed by 

‘any group of experts in, for instanee, © 

pathology... a 

The’ autopsy photographs were pk 

“however; the only evidence that’! 

could elear up a very basic contrae# 
id sion’ 89! 
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PRO AND CON—wMembers of Warren Report panel are — 
Edward J. Epstein, upper left; Joseph A. Ball, upper right; . 
Wesley J. Liebeler, lower feft; Mark Lane, lower right. ae 
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“Members of the. Commission 
‘Members of the commission headed by Chief Justice Earl War- 

ren were: 
Sen. Richard B. Russell (D-Ga); Sen. John Sherman Cooper 

©. (R-Ky.); Rep. Hale Boggs (D-La.); Rep. Gerald R. Ford (R- 
& Mich.); Allen W. Dulles, former head of the Central Intelligence 

Agency, and John J. McCloy, former US. high commissioner to: 3 
Germany. F 

James Lee Rankin, former United States solicitor general, was 4 
chlet counsel to the Commission. a 
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; ASSASSINATION SCENE — This is Dealey Plaza marked by asterisk. Arrow points to window whe, 
: Where President Ke eqnedy was shot in car at spot Warren Report says, Lee Harvey Oswald fired is 
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to‘is the contradiction between the 

FBI's report of the autopsy findings 

and the doctors’ report of the autop- 
sy findings . .. There was only one 

. autopsy, of course, and that was con- 

ducted at Bethesda Naval Hospital 
and the doctors who conducted the 

autopsy made one report of. their 

a ridings which appears in the final 

_ edition of the Warren Report. And 

th Ss says that the bullet struck the 

Président in the back of the neck, 

passed through his neck and exited 

through his throat. 

- Dui ing the course of my research, 

y came across two FBI summary te- 

’ ports, which contradicted this. The 

FBI summary reports—the last was 

isgued two months after the autopsy 

—stated that the bullet in question 

“it the President below the shoul- 
‘der, penetrated his body only a fin- 

ger length and fell out of the back 
er the wound of entry. 

Both versions are obviously di- 
ametrically opposed. If one is true, 
the other is false . 
aWhen the Commission lawyers ar- 

‘ rived i in Washington they were con- 
franted by two contradictory re- 
ports of the autopsy . - It would 
not have been especially difficult to 
clear up the contradiction in these 
early stages. The FBI agents who 
wrote the paper could have becn 
called as witnesses and then of 
course the autopsy photographs 

. cquid have been examined and ana- 
lyped. by. independent... forensic, _pa- 

ae 

déntradiction T am ‘yeférrlng 

Et blk PIMA Sat ae 

4 * thologists. to see, if they: -torfformed 

autopsy doctors’ version. But this 
, contradiction was not resolved. 

i. The FBI reports were not entered 
+ into the record or included in the 26 

; volumes. The two FBI agents were 
y Not called as witnesses. The autopsy 

- photographs were never analyzed or 
seen by anyone that I know of. Re- 

"ports simply glossed over the facts. 
ote co Autopsy Reports 

« Well, after. publication of the FBI 
preports in my book and a good deal « 

of other facts that came to light, one 
Commission lawyer or inspector . 

: said that there were actually two au- 
, topsy results. One on the night of 
‘ the autopsy was a tentative. theo- 
. Ty_that the bullet had penetrated on- - 
“ ly" finger's length and the next day 
“ the autopsy doctors changed. their 
‘cénclusion when they received 

_ further evidence from Dallas about 
‘the throat wound. This sounds 
* plausible. 

’The problem is that Mr. Specter 
(Arlen Specter, an assistant counsel 
to the commission) is the man who 
wrote the chapter that there was 
only one conclusion and that it was 
confirmed. Now he says that there 
were two conclusions and that it 
was changed by the evidence from 
Dallas. Certainly when the basic 
facts presented in the Warren Re- 
port are contradicted by the man 
who wrote them, J think we have 
to go to further evidence. 

So long as these autopsy photo- 
graphs remain un-analyzed the 
Commission has not completed its 
job and I think there is unfinished 
business to attend to. 

Mark Lane 
... IT have been waiting for t 

meeting for almost three years 
flew back from Paris to be here” 
cause I would like to discuss with 
you the role played by the press in 
the development of the false report | 
submitted to the American people ; 

€ by the Warren Commission. 
When the evidence was first pre- + : 

sented by the Dallas district. attor- . 
ney in the opening hours, the press | 
played a very responsible and im- 4 
portant position... 

On Nov. 22 the. press found : 
Charles (F.) Brehm. He was stand- j 
ing right here. He was very likely 
the closest witness 

ae eer we ave weteiir: it * ae: Ht 

: Spectator = to + the“: assassination 
with either the FBI version or the * 

closest | 

“") It's unfortiitfate that: the ‘War- 
ren ‘Commission never found Mr. 

Brehm, and never questioned Mr. 

Brehm. It's unfortunate our distin- 
guished colleagues, lawyers for the 
Commission, never questioned Mr. 
Brehm. 

Because Mr. Brehm said, and it is 
not, unfortunately, on. record any- 
where, except in a filmed interview 
which’ we conducted which will be 

_ shown all over Western Europe in 
the next. two or three months and 
hopefully in the United States as 
well, . 

Beehm's Statement 

Mr. Brehm said "I saw the effect 
of the bullet upon the President's 
head. As the bullet struck his head, 
a portion of. the President's: skull 
-was driven backward and to the left 
over the rear and left of the car indi- 
cating that the fatal shot came from 
a right front. area, not from the rear, 
not from behind the limousine." 

But the press found Mr. Brehm on 
that day. Unfortunately, the Com- 
mission never could, or never tried, 
or never did, in any event. 

The press found Mary Woodward 
. In fact, she works for the press, 

‘the Dallas Morning News, and she 
‘wrote her own article, published in 
the Dallas Morning News on Nov. 23 
and she said, "I heard the shots. It 
was a horrible, ear-shattering sound 
coming from directly behind me, 
from behind the wooden fence on 
the top of the grassy hill." 

{t shouldn't have been difficult to 
find her, Her name appeared in the 
Nallas Morning News the next day. 
The Warren Commission. never 
found her. She never testified as a 
witness, 
And then we have Mary Moorman .. 
_ wha took picture ofthe limou= - 
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eta
 
B
e
h
e
 

ei
d 

ty 
is
ia
d 

eaite 
bi

k 
cu

nt
en

ie
 y 

Se
 

be
ep

 

site as it move | dwn Bim ‘St. and 
in the background of tat’ picture: * 
was shown’ the" Book Depository '' 
Building. According to the Dallas’, 
sheriff who took the photograph’ 
from her, it showed the sixth floor’: 
window from which the gunman. 
purportedly fired. a 

According to Miss Moorman it was * 
taken Wheii thé shots were fired. ‘ 

What a valuable picture! A pic- 
ture of the window with Oswald 
with his Italian Mannlicher or Ger- 
man Mauser or a cannon rifle of 
some kind, tiring out of the window. 
Did the Commission ever publish - 
the picture? No, Did the Commission 
ever call Miss Moorman as a wit- 
ness? No. ° : 

_ Now let's talk about the other side; 
(of the role of the press). Presenta- 
tion of one side, primarily. One side‘! 
—the government's side . . . During; 
a long period.of time when these in- } 
vestigations took place, conducted, 
behind closed doors in top secrecy, * 
with transcripts locked away for 
perhaps 75 years... ng 

‘We can't see the original transy 5. 
cripts at the present time and no one _ 
testified before public hearing ex- 
cept myself because I refused, when; 
I twice testified before the Commis-.” 
sion, to testify in a closed session. aud 

Where Was the Press? Y 

But where was the press of this:; 
country? Demanding that the doors 
be opened so that the Americany: 

people could see and hear what was. i 

taking place before’ the Wares: 
Commission—was that not the first. 
responsibility of the American press 
and is it not a responsibility in 4 
whieh the press miserably tuiled the. 

American people and their oblig& 
tions and their responsibilities?..:1+ 3 +4 

Why, aaa nobody ireading the: 26. 

oltmes and comparing the 
evidence with the Commission's 

false conclusions and distortions and 

_ selected handling of the evidence? 

There was little dissent permitted 

by the media—press, television and 

radio—during that long silent two 
years after the death of the Pres- 
ident... . 
And the government, too, has made’ 

a complaint that it will not tolerate 
dissent in this question. 

I just arrived in Los Angeles yes- 
terday. I go through a ritual every 
time I land in this country: My pass- 
port is taken from me by the Depart- 
_ment of Immigration and Naturali- 
zation and is kept for a period of 15 
minutes because I'm listed. I used to 

- be listed as G15 in the Lookout Book 
—and that began when I was first 
called from London to testify before 
the Warren Commission and I came 
back and my passport was taken 
when I landed in the country. 

And right on the list is G15, which 
means that I am permitted entrance 
into this country but that my pass- 
port is to be surrendered during the 
period of time which the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation is to be noti- 
fied immediately and telephonically 
that I have arrived back in the coun- 

That was until yesterday. Now T 
have been changed to F1. I don't 
know what that category means yet. 

I think that what is required now 
is not only a new investigation, but 
an investigation which will at least 
accomplish the very narrow limited 
objectives which the Commission set 
for itself and that is to still the 
doubts and the rumors and convince 
the'American people that the truth 
has been told because even in that 
narrow limited area the Commission 
has totally failed, to say nothing of - 
its failure to tell us the truth. 

So we called for the creation of a 
new!-Commission by the United 
States Government and we. suggest 
that there be leaders of the universi- 
ties, leading pathologists at the me- 
dical schools and leading and-distin- 
guished journalists from the United 

' States .... People in whom the 
American people can place some 
trust and some faith, not a Commis- 
sion made up by those associated 
directly with the government. We 
know the government's position and 
now we want to find out what the 
facts are. 

~~ Joseph A. Ball 
. .- I've read Mr. Lane's book and 

I've read Mr. Epstein's book and I'll 
tell you frankly, if we had followed 
the same evasiveness and distortion 
of evidence that Mr. Lane particu- 
larly followed, you'd have some rea- 
son to criticize. 
_Let me give you some examples of 

his technique. 
There's the question of the gun. 

The Commission established, by doc- 
umentary evidence . . . that Oswald 
ordered that gun and paid for it. The 
revolver; there's no question he or- 
dered that revolver from a Los An- 
geles sporting goods store and paid 
for it. And there's no question from 

_ the documents that these two—gun 
’ and revolver—were delivered to a 

Post Office box in Dallas, to a box 
owned. by Oswald. 

Now when Mr. Lane presents this 
- to his readers... he... points out 
they.didn't bring an obscure post of- 

oe 1 omer ne bene 

would not permit the delivery of the 
gun or the revolver to. that post of- 
fice box .. 

Now I ask Mr. Lane does he wish 

to draw the conclusion that Oswald 
didn't get that gun because of a post 
office regulation? 

The readers never hear of the 
sound evidence upon which the 
Commission based its. conclusion 
that Oswald bought the gun. 

Another Example 
__ Now. let's take another one, the 
identification of the gun. . . 

Seymour Weitzman, a deputy 
constable of Dallas, and Deputy 
Sheriff (Eugene) Boone ... saw over 

_ a pile of boxes about five feet high a 
\ gun... And later on that day they 
\both said it was a Mauser, a German 
‘Mauser. Now Mr. Lane sarcastically 
pen ite cal overnight this gun chan- 
ges I ationality from a German 
Mauser to an Italian Mannlicher 
Carcano... 

He insinuates that the Italian Car- 
cano was substituted for a 
Mauser . 

- Weitzman is an expert on guns 
and that's just the reason he made 
the mistake he made. Because what 
Mr. Lane doesn't tell you, but he 
knows as well as Ido. . . that this is 
a bolt action rifle. The basic patent 
on bolt action rifles is a Mauser. 
This is an Italian rifle built on the 
Mauser. patent. It's an Italian 
Mauser, and of course, because he 

Rs 



‘was an expert, ue made the mistake. 

. Where Were Shots Fired? 

Now let's take another one. Let's 

take the question of the grassy 

knoll. Now in 1963 Mr. Lane wrote 

.. . "Oh no, the shots came from the 

overpass, the railroad overpass." 

We examined the witnesses gn the 

overpass and there is no question, 

no shots were fired from the over- 

pass. _ ayy a 
Now recently in his book... he’ 

says, "There is some evidence to 

support that one or more shots may 

have come from the book deposito- _ 

ry, as the Warren Conimission main- 

tains. It is considerably less compell- 

ing than the evidence suggesting the 

shots came from behind the fence.” 

The “less compelling" evidence - 

that we know of is that two persons 

actually saw a gun fired from that 

sixth floor window and they imme- 

diately, right afterwards, said so and . 

told the police. Three other persons 

saw a man in the window with a gun 
and said so to their companions. 

Three young men on the fifth floor, ; 

directly below the sixth floor .. .. 

heard the shots... and onecsaid he 

could hear the shells strike the floor. 

In addition to that, a gun ‘wit 
found there. Three snes. were!’ 
found there, fired by this gun. Now’ ‘ 
this is the "less compellingsé 
evidence. * 7 

Lane's Evidence oL 

Now what is this compelling 
evidence that Mr. Lane tells us. 
about? vet 

First of all the earshot testimony ,, 
.. . There were hundreds of people .; 

there in Dealey Plaza. Some thought, . 
“it came from .the overpass. Some |- 
thought it came from the grassy; 
knoll. dig 

Earshot testimony is something.,; 
we could not rely upon and neither, ,; 

can Mr. Lane, because when a rifle... 

recedes from the muzzle it sets up. 

shogk.waves at right angles, So it der.t 

“a £00 

whebeypa ata " 

id eS ee up thété™ 
and they found nothing. They found:: : 
no man with a gun. They found no“ 
gun. They found no shells, They 
found nothing. na 

So we have the compelling testi-~ 
mony that Mr. Lane talks about— ;j 
their evidence against overwhelin-;. 
ing evidence that the shot came 
from the school book depository. 

And again he says, "Well there 
are some witnesses that saw a puff 
of smoke." ‘ 
Since when did rifles give off a 

puff of smoke? They don't doit . 

‘Distortion’ Charged 
But one of the most outrageo : 

distortions of evidence that has oc? - 
curred in his book comes from his. : 
analysis of the testimony of Le 

ers testified that he heard thre 
shots. He didn't know whether they 
came from the School Book Dep 
tory Building or the overpass ... 

And then I asked him what 
saw after:the shots were fired, an 
asked him that twice, and in effe 
he said "nothing." And then repe 
ing a question .. .I said "Mr: Bows 
ers, when you said ‘there was a co 
motion’ what do you mean by that? 
What did it look like when you werezy 
looking at the commotion?" : 

He said "I am unable to describ 
rather that it was something out of” 
the ordinary. A sort of a milling. 
around, but something occurred in «:! 
this particular spot that was out of’ 
the ordinary which attracted my eye 
for some reason which I could not 
identify. You couldn't describe it." °"" 
Now here Mr Lane lifts out of con-* 

text of my examination "You could-.. 
n't describe it." a 

Then there's a dash and I asked 
another question and Mr. Lane » 
draws the conclusion that I inter-: : 
rupted him so that I would suppress -* 
evidence ... : ar 

Meeting With Bowers ve 
‘He says he went down to see Lee a 

Bowers and he said "What were you 4 
going to tell Commission counsel , 
when he interrupted you?" And.Lee - 
Bowers, he says, and we can't prove.’ 
he's wrong now because Lee's dead,” 
he says it was either a flash of light 
or a puff of smoke .... : 

I asked him two questions later. + 
"Mr. Bowers, I believe you have. 
talked this over with me before your 
deposition was taken .. . Is there | 
anything that you've told me that I ; 
haven't asked you about that you 4 
cah think of?" ¢ 

Mr. Bowers: "Nothing that I can ; 
recall." But I persisted and gave him »; 
a chance to.answer anything he had .j 
to say. How. in God's name can Mr. 4 
Lane draw a conclusion that I at- 5 
tempted to suppress this evidence? g 

fee aati PaO adh VA OA 

; lift itself . 
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bd soley 
Wesley J. Liebelét™ 

oe 
-... I have prepared today: to. 

comment on Mr. Epstein's work and... 
I'm going to hold it to that. But Iam - 
going to tell you one story about Mr, . 
Lane .. it 

Thad read . . . anarticle that Mr. - 
Lane had written in the Guardian, 
in which he discussed a question ofa 

- palm print on the under side of the , 
annlicher Carcano that was found: 

on the sixth floor, ofthe school book, 
depository. at ; het eyed + 

. dnd My Lane indicated ‘there was 

a conflict’ in’ the “bécord’ betweet 
what the Dallas "polite. laboratory”! 
had said about the presence of palin ” 

prints on that rifle ang the,way, they: 
uwere handled and what:the FBI‘law 
boratory had said. : / 

Mr. Lane's article suggested or; 
would lead the reader to infer that | 
perhaps this palm print had been , 
manufactured by the Dallas police * 
after Oswald had been killed and 
that explained the contradiction in 
the testimony. ets ev 

Now. 1. discussed ‘this’ Wj 
Lane at ‘lithchi ‘ald ‘T’ poitited ‘aut'to”* 
him that the Commission aftet d8?" 

: serving this discrepancy in the re-’ 
: cord, had conducted an additional 

. Investigation into the question and’ 
{that the FBI laboratory had gone* 
¢ back and analyzed the matrix of the: 

. . and it appeared that* 
there were.indications in the lift it-+ 
self of the surface from which the¢ 

_ print had been lifted. | 
And that seems quite reasonable: 

‘ that that should be so. Because if: 
T you put material on there to lift, to! 
take off the configuration of the: 

; print, it's also going to pick up the! 
' configuration of the surface on: 
; which the print appeared ... 0 ed 

Mr. Lane assured me that he: 
‘ would check into this and that hei 
_ would straighten it up one way or: 
the other... 0” a) 

Says Distortion Repeated || 

I picked up his book when I first. . 
received it and... . I noted again ° 
that Mr. Lane had not mentioned , 
the existence of this additional - 
evidence but went right down the. 
path to lead the reader to the conclu- | 
sion fhat in fact the print had been. 
planted by the Dallas police ... 

- This is precisely the kind of thing 
that ‘fas led me to say. . .~. his book 
is a tissue of distortion and a masterz: 
work of deceit:::....I did.say to Mr. 
Lane's: facés-that/which Mr..'Ball ..



er ~teorrmueh Dra! eri 

_tand that is that 

as to threaten to sue 

hal and I've been. waiting: anx
iousys 

* for those papers ever.since." 9 

. If you-have them-here this mora-— 
ing I'll be’ glad to‘accept service pt“ 
process, Mr. Lane, because yolt™! 
know very well as soon as you do‘! 

4 that you're going to have to submit 
yourself to deposition under oath * 

. and go through discovery proceeds-4 

‘ings and that day I'll wait for, sir.‘ 
Now I'm not going to be so harsh: 4 

_ with Mr, Epstein. Mr. Epstein . .:.*5 
‘makes several points, one of which « 
‘ was that the commission or. the law==) 
“yers suffered from a time problerat 
. +++ There is no question ‘but what 
‘the actual writing of the report suf-.. 
fered to some extent because of the ; 

* deadline that the commission stat-— 
ed, or imposed, on getting the report,’ 

Gout... 

A Distinction Between Problems: :« ' 
+ We have to sharply distinguish’! 
"between the tinte-problem in that:re+’! 

. gard and the question of whether” 
,, or not this affected the investigation 
_.+. If any of us that had any prob-i 
. lems that were unresolved im ours 
_mind at that time, you can restas-.; 

, Sured that we would have conducted 3 
any additional investigation thaté 

‘, Was necessary to resolve those: 
~ doubts. : : { ShoL4 

;., When you go through (Epstein's) x: 
, book you find that he emphasizes.ans 
. alleged contradiction ... (which); 
' occurred at the autopsy... .-the, 
, Statements of two FBI agents and, 
_ two Secret Service agents who very,: 
imprecisely placed the wound on.the: 
—in the back of the President's hody. 

, and this all relates to whether the., 
. bullet came through the President's. 

; never been able to figure out just,ex-. 
-actly where the 
be... , 

neck and then went on to strike Gov. ' 
(John) Connally or not ...'. They: 
said it was below the shoulders and ' 
one of them said, I think, it was four ,| 
inches below the shoulders. I've, 

shoulders would ‘ 27, 
I always like to compare it witht 

the statement that the autopsy sur-! 
geons made... which indicated * 

. that that wound was located 14 ¢en-_ 
timeters ‘below. the. right mastoid’: 
process, which" is ‘the ‘boriy ‘tipbe- 

‘hind your right ear.and,14, which is, 
1514 ‘inches, ‘14 eh aien from J 
$tip of the right acronium process, 
“which places the wound rather pre 
cisely, right at the base of the neck: 

' Now one of the primary bits. of 
» evidence that Mr. Epstein relies on 

in his book is the claimed inconsi 
‘tency between the location of the 
“holes in the President's: coat. and 
‘shirt, in the back of his coat .and: 
shirt, and the location of the wound 

/ on the body itself... 0 00 - jo 
I had my wife measure 14 cen+ 

timeters from my right mastoid pro-! 
cess down into my shirt and that: 
spot came three inches below the 

collar line... gery 
* . And then if you raise your arni:tol 
the position that the President was 

: in at the time he was shot... the 
_ shirt very easily rides up and .80 

= dees the coat and I did it myself and 
“ measured again and the se¢ond 
_mark comes on my body 54% inches 
“below the collar line which is exacte 
“ ly one quarter of an inch fromthe: 

place where the hole was in =the 
* President's shirt. 3 

Epstein Didn't Measure -* 
4 At no time prior to the time that 
3 Mr. Epstein wrote this book or thade! 
3 these statements did he ever jiea-: 
+ sure 14 centimeters from his own! 

right mastoid process or from’ ‘the 
: Tight mastoid. process of any other! 
; human being... » Sikty 

When I pointed out the location of 
+ these holes in the shirt, Mr. Epstein! 
» Was gracious enough to admit’. ih 
; that I had clarified (his) thinking in 
connection with this alleged contr 

, diction. I'm glad that Mr. Epstein 
* said that but I think he ought tagay’ 
, it again... He owes us. all she 
; gation to explain the kind of.a job he, 
_ did in the first place that led, Himh 
* into this kind of error. m P 
_ .Mr. Epstein's work has had/moré. 
* effect than that of any other critic of 
* the ‘commission -and-- this epaul 
* from what I must calla supebfj 


