WARREN COMMISSION STORM

e da 1

A political row is brewing in the United

States following the publication of a

book which reveals for the first time the
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inadequacy of the Warren Commission’s

investigation into the assassination of
President Ke

WASHINGTON, August 6
SOMEWHERE in Washington---
though no one will say where—a
collection of photegraphs and
X-ray plates has lain hiddsn now
for almost three years. They
were taken in the morgue of
Bethesda Naval Hospital on the
‘night of November 22, 1963, the
day on which President Kennedy
was killed in Dallas, and were
immediately handed over to the
White House Secret Service. No
one has seen them from that day
to this.

What the photographs, however,
are known lo show is the dead
President’s mutilated body together
with detailed X-ray examinations
of his heart. his brain and parts of
his abdomen.

For two years and more out of
understandable feelings of respect
and  deference  towards  the
Kennedy family, both the actual
photographs and the X-ray pic-
tures have been allowed (o lie in
peace.  Now suddealy msistent,
and in some cases strident, demands
are being made for them to be sub-
mitted to outside independent
examination. if not actually to be
shown in public.

Curiously, the clamour comes
both from those who uphold the
Warren Commission findings and
from those who have relenilessly
attacked them since the day they
were published. Only direct. hard
evidence, both sides today claim,

n

nedy.

€an now put deubts at rest.

How has it all happened?
Farlier this vear, when it became
known that a new flood of hooks
on the Dallas assassination was due
to come on the market, mosi
Americans seemed to feel merely
2 sense of irritation.

Tt was certainly understandable.
The United States had. after all.
been through all this before with
the first wave of critics, many of
whom (Jike Bertrand Russell)
rushed juto print without even
waiting to read the Warren Com-
mission’s report. The alleged shots
from the overpass, the confusion
over  whether the President’s
wounds were in the front or the
ba;k, the downward or upward
trajectory of one of the bullets—-
the whole argument had becorme as
stale and unappetising as a re-hash
of the Profumo case would be for
most people in Britain today.

No melodrama

For the bulk of American public
apimion 1t was enough that a dis-
tinguished and patently unsuborn-
able seven-man Commission had
deliberated on all the issues at
stake for a period of more than
cight months and at the end had
come up with a clear-cut answer

. fejecting any conspiracy theory and

naming Iee Harvey Oswald as the
lone assassin.
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Today, however, it 1s the majestic
Warren Comnission itsell that s
in the dock. rather than the loncly
Oswald, The c¢hange huas come
sbout largely as a result of one
book that wustes little time on melo-
dramatic theories {such as the pre-
sent fashionable one of an Oswald
gouble) and insfead settles down 10

a painstaking examination of the
way in which the Commission
worked. the approach its members
and legal <tafll brousht o their
tasks, fogether with the confusion
over objectives thul scems from
the keginning to have dogged the
whole inquiry’s footsteps.

The indictment--and this is what
it turns out to be--is made not by
any sensational journalist nor even
by a committed political cam-
paigner : it comes instead {rom the
pen of a voung academic, Mr
Edward Jay Epstein. who two years
ago started on a mastet’s thesis al
Cemell University. His project was
the problem of how a Government
organisation functions in an extra-
crdinary situation without rules or
precedents to guide 1t

For obvious reasons Mr Epstein,
who is now a doctoral student at
Harvard, decided to 1{ake ths
Warren Conunission as his case-
history without apparently realising
for a moment what he would
stumble on to. The tale that he ends
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up by unfolding is a terrifying one
—not, of course, of dishonesty or
deceit but of superficiality and
haste.

Téutly argued

In one sense Mr Epstein was
clearly fortunate.  Approaching
Commission members as a serious
student—and one, what is more,
with the full backing of Professor
Andrew Hacker. one of the most
distinguished political scientists in
America—he was plainly given
much freer access to information
than would ever have been granted
to a newspaperman.

It is fair to say, too, that there is
claimed to be some question
whether all those who talked to him
realised that the end-product would
eventually turn out to ‘be not a
complex thesis left mouldering in
some university library but rather
a terse, tautly argued book that is
already beginning its climb up the
American best-seller lists,

Yet talk the Commission and its
stalf certainly did—two or three of
the lawyers seemed scarcely able to
wail to_get their bottled-up com-
plaiats off their chests. One of the
Commission’s senior counsel even
supplied Mt Epstein with a tull se
ol working papers, thus enabling
him to give a complete chrono-
logical plan of the Commission’s
work and the way it was done. In
addition, five of the seven Com-
mission members (though not Chicl
Justice Warren himself) granted
him interviews,

Naturally, Mr Epstein’s book has
lo give some attention to what

actually happened in Dullas that
Friday morning 33 months ago—
and one incident tn purticelar s
central to his thesis. His main con-
cern throughout, hewever, s the
adequacy of the imvesiizuiion which
followed—an investigation that he
ends up by branding T extremely
stperficial.”

That, however, is scarcely the
most disturbing charge he makes.
Time and again the reader is
brought back to the Commission’s
dual purpose. Was the aim to
ascertain and publish the [acls or
was it to protect America’s national
interest by dispelling rumours ? Gf
cowrse, i all the rumours were
uatrue—as most of the Commis-
sion  members  scem o huve
assumed  from  the beginning--
there was no contradiction.  The
incompatibility in the two pur-
poses could arise only if a damag-
mg slory on investigation proved
to be supported by evidence.

Fronically, the Commission was
brought face to face with this con-
flict at the very start of its inquiries.
A report had been received thar
Oswald had been a paid informaunt

of the FBL.  Describing the report
as " a very dirty rumour.” the Com-
mission’s  special  counsel  urged
that =it must be wiped out in so
far as it is possible to do s0.” The
seven Commission members clearly
agreed. Neither then nor later did
they themselves make any effort
Lo investigaie it. bevond asking the
FBI itself to denv it.  This
throughout szems all teo often to
have been the approach 1o evidence
{however fragile) that threatened
to upset preconceived nolions.

Yet this auitude was not con-
fined just to the Commission. Two
vears ago, when the Warren Report
was published, the New York Times
hailed it as ™ an exhaustive inquiry
into every pariicle of evidence,™
leaving ~ no material question un-
resolved so fur us the death of
President Kennedy is concerned.”
Nor was this thirst 10 be reassured
limited to merelv American news-
piapers.

Even in the offices of the nor-
mally suspicious New  Staresinan
there was, as T recall it. a distinct
reluctance Lo question the scem-
ingly definitive official explanation
of whal had occurred. I eun
vividly remember a visit to the
New Staiesiman made thai summer
by Mr Mark Lane. the indefatigable
campaigner on the subject of 1he
assassination  who has his own
book. " Rush 10 Judgment.”
conming oul in America next week,

Mr Fane’s avowed purpose wus
Lo lry to persuade us not io accepl
uncritically the Commission™s find-

ings. We listened to him for an
hour and more but when eventually
he had fefi collectively shook ow
heads.  Whai we had heard, we
decided. was at best fantastic and
al worst neuroijc.

Would we. T now wonder, have
thought that if we had known then
what foday, (wo vears later. js 1
the public domain? that, for
example, the Commission itself
was split down the middle on a
central and vital issue. That it
havered and wavered batween the
two-shot and single-bullet theory.

hat one of its own major conclu-
sfons drew a 26-page memorandum
of protesi from one of its staff
members.  And. finallv. that the
men whose names were more than
any other factor responsible for
the coniidence of the ouside world
had on an average attended only
13 per cent of the hearings.

Technicafly these no doubt stll
have 1o be treated as mere allega-
tions—though, significantly, they
have not been rebutted. Already
the fact that they have been made

has been enough to persuade one

close associate of the Kennedy
family, Mr Richard Goodwin, a
former White House aide, to ecall
for an impartial investigation to
discover whether a fresh full-sealc

itquiry may notl be necessary.

L]
Explosive

1t is at this point. of course. that
the discussion ceases to be legal-
is.i¢ or even forensic and becomes
instead politically explosive.  For
if onc thing is clear, it 15 that the
Commission was every inch Presi-
dent Johnson's own creation.

He virtually hiacked a very
refuctant US Chief Justice. Lurl
Warren, into presiding over it. He
worked night and day to persuade
his old friend. Senator Richard
Rossell, of Georgia, to serve —who
thon attended to hear only 6 par
cent of the testimony.  And all the
titae his was the pressure in lhe
background to get the report out
wall before the 1964 election.

Probably the most alarming
single revelation to have come out
is the degree to which the Commis-
slon—at fzast in its crucial wriiing

Robert Kennedy: How long
can he remain stient ?

petivd-—was hounded and harricd
by the time factor.

Originally the deadline sct for the
vatious stall members o submil
their respective chapters in the re-
poit to the Commissioners was
Jure 1. Alflter three senior lawyvers
hac. made representations 1o the
Ch ef Justice—and had pointed out
tha: only two out of eight chapiers
weie anvthing like completed—ihis
was reluctanily extended 1o June
15. Again there had to be a deputa-
tior to the Chief Justive. This
time the absolutely final date set
was August |, which itself gradually
got eroded well into September.

' is naturally possible to argue
thai the very fact of thase consiant
Pos ponements gave the Commis-
sior what it most needed— Cme to
do v thorough job., To clabm that.
however. is to ignore the atmo-



sphere in which by then the Com-
mission’s stafl was having to work.

Oric young staff member trying
to open up a new line of inqulry
was bxuaqueiv told by the chisf
counsel : ™ At this stage we are
Irving to close doors, not opezn
them.”  Another was “ordered to
give up study of a particular picc
of evidence as it was felt that h‘.
was spending altogether too much
tme on it. A third cven went lo
the length of preparing a protest
memmandum wammg that = eight
months of work is in serious
danger of being nullified because
of the present impatience (o
publish.™

It is not. therefore, surprising
that among the people w ho did not
join in the chorus of praise for the
Commission’s report were some of
those who actually worked on ii.
Why. then. did they keep sileace
for so long ?

Admittedly it is nol an easy
question to answer-——matters of
human motivation rarely are. But
what plainly has alfected some of
those who accept broadly the
Commission’s  conclusions—whiie
remaining appalled at its methods

15 the hellef that the evidence
must. in fact, exist to setile the
doubts once and for all.  That
evidence  which will duu ¥V now
e wm only by heavy pressure on

Administration—lies in the
\t death photographs of John
}\nmd\ as well as the X-ray
pluizs taken at the autopsy.

To explain this it is necessary
to take a brief excursion into the
privaic werld inhabited by the
growing number of assassination
sleuths, The theories purporting to
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Al the White House Chief Justice Warreu, accompanied by members of the Commission, presents the report on the
Kennedy assassination to President Johanson. Mr Allen Dulles, former head of CIA, is on (he right.

tell  what eoxactly  happened in
Dallas on November 220 1963
between 12,30 pam. acd one o'clock
are. of course. fegion, A \\'ealﬂ‘;;-.-
Californian  eagineer has 2nt
330000 trving o prove ihat the
President was shot from a man-
hole in the road. An influential
group of Texans siill maintains that
the smiper’s nest was in a papier-
maché tree specially imported into
Texas for the purpose.

Generally. however, and leaving
out the lunatic [ringze both on the
left and the ¥izht, the argument has
been reduced to a sur prisingly
simple issue.

If President  Kennedy  and
Governor Connally. who was riding
in front of him i the car. were
wounded by separate bulicts when
the shots started. then there must
have been two separate assassins.
Ii. on the other hand. the same
bullet that first hit President Ken-
nedy exited through his throat and
went on to wound Governor Con-
nally, then the theory of the lone
assassin still stands up. The reason
is that there simply was not time
for a rifle of the tyvpe Les Qswald
is afleged to have used to have been
fired twice in the maximum period
of 1.8 scconds that a filin 1aken at
the time by a bystander shows 1o
have elapsed between the wound-
ing of the President (the shot to
the head that killed him camc later)
and the hitting of the Governor.

‘No choice’

The Commission did not succeed
i gaining possession of the
original copy of this film (it had

been snapped up for $235.000 by
Life magazine immediately  after
the assassination) until it was we'l
on with iis inquirieg The Gim
caused the one major departure in
the  Commissions  conclusions
from those suggested in the initial
FBI report. Once the film had
been analvsed by frames it became
clear, at least to the Commission
stafi. that only a new hvpothasis
of on: shot striking both Kennedy
and Connally could foreclose the
possitility of a sscond assassin,
Of course there were difficulties
in the new theory (whv. if he was
struck by the same bullet, did
Goveinor Connally take well over
a secend 1o react? Could a single
bullet —especially one that  was
vecovired more or less intact--
have <lone that amount of damage
to two men?). But the Commis-
sion L wyers decided that thev had




no alternative but 1o ride rough-
shod over them. The reason was
oovious. T sav that they were
hit by senarale bullets,” one of
them blurted out at the ume. s
synonvmous with sayving that heve
were Lwo assassins.”

Incredibly. ii wus precisely this
issuc that the Warren Commission
failed to confront. Instead. in what
was called the “battle of adjec-
tives.” it was smoothed over by a
compromise in language.

Some Commission members. we
now know, remained wedded 1o the
simplest but impossible FBI theory
that there had been three shots-
Iwo of which hit the President and
one Governor Connallv.  Others
who (like Allen Dulles. former head
of CIA) saw the significance of the
time factor, msisied that both men
musi initially have been hit by the
same bujlet.

In view of the vital importance
of a unanimous report it was re-
solved. apparently in desperation.
simply 1o say thai there was * very
persuasive evidence ~ for the single-
bullet theory, while at the same time
fvecly admitting a = difference of
opinion ~ on the point.

What no one on the Commission
seems o have realised s that that
difference of opinion could have
been resolved then and there.

Nothing in the whole story of
the Warren Commission seems in
retrospect more remarkable than its
failure to demand 1o see the photo-
graphic evidence which would have
shown not only the full details of
the wounds on the President’s body.
but also presumably the path of
the crucial bullet. )

The final irony is that the man
who is believed originally to have
been more than anvone else

responsible for this insisience on
deceney and privacy was none
other than the former Prosident's
brother. Senator Robzrt Kennedy.
His total silence so far on the
sntire conitoversy aust be begi-
ning 10 be a worrving omen for
the White House. Senator Edward
Kennedy announced this  week
that. alithough he had not read i,
he accepied the Warren Commis-
sion report as “eonclusive.™  No
such biank  cheque endorsement
has come from his eider brother.

Highest sum

!
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How Jong dead President’s
political heir can manage o main-
lain even a pon-committal attitude
is perhaps the most intriguing ques-
ton in American pelitics todav,
Next week sees the commercial re-
lease of a  two-and-a-half-hour
documientary film made by Mr
Emil de Antonio (the producer of
the Tamous foe MeCarthy indict-
meni) aitackig the Warren Com-
mission findiags point by poini:
carly next vear comes the publica-
on of “ Death of a President.” a

bock  commissioned by Mrs.
facgueline Nennedy. 16 tell the

story of the whole Dallas episode,
which has already been boughi by
Look magazine Tor $630.000. the
highest sum in serial righis ever
paid i America,

fn face ol all this. will Robert
Kennedy b2 able to avoid taking
public position ? Certainly. as all
ol America is slowly beginning to
realise, no man has more to gain
simply from the growing public
suspicion that the inguiry set up by
President Johnson into his pre-
decessor’s murder was somechow
botched.




