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' ‘Mystery’ of the Assassination— 

Challenges to Warren Commission 
Grow; Another Book Out Monday! 

By Relman Morin 
New York (AP)—To many persons, the as- 

Sassination of President John F. Kennedy still 
remains an absorbing mystery, an incredibly 

complex (and potentially lucrative) detectivé 

story in which the last chapter is yet to be 

written. 

The ghost walks despite the fact that the 
commission headed by Chief Justice Earl War- 
ren investigated the case for 10 months, ex- 

amined mountains of subjective and objective 

evidence, and then issued a report containing | 
these principal conclusions: 

1. Lee Harvey Oswald fired the rifle that 
killed Mr. Kennedy and wounded Texas 
Governor John B. Connally, shooting from 
a Window position behind the car in which 

_ they were riding. 

2, Oswald acted alone from motives un- 
known; no foreign or domestic conspiracy 
brought about the assassination. 

3. Oswald was not acquainted with Jack 
Ruby, the Dallas nightclub operator, who 
shot him to death two days later at the Dal- 
las Police and Cgurts Building. 

The Warren” Commission issued its report 
September 24, 1964, officially closing the case. 

Book Out Monday 
Since then, however, doubts have been ex- 

pressed by lawyers, writers and at least one 
historian. Books challenging the commission’s 
conclusions, and questioning the subsidiary 
findings on which they were based, regularly 
come off the presses. The latest, “Rush to 
Judgment,” by attorney Mark Lane, is to be 
issued Monday. 

Mr. Lane says he became involved in the 
case in response to a request from Mrs, Mar- 

guerite Oswald who said to him in December, 
1963, “Will you be my son’s lawyer before the 
Warren Commission?” 

He writes that he interviewed numerous 
persons who, in his judgment, had important 
information about the assassination but were 
not cailed to testify before the commission. 

Why? He states the core of his contention 
in the words, “I believe that .. . the report of 
the President’s commission . . . is less a re- 
port: than a brief for the prosecution. Oswald 
was, the accused; the evidence against him 
was magnified, while that in his favor was de- 
preciated, misrepresented or ignored.” 

Tranquilizer? 
Elsewhere. Lane contends that the War- 

Man in circle, standing in doorway of Texas 
Book Depository as Presidential parade 
passes, resembies Lee Harvey Oswald... 
but R. S. Truly, depository superintendent, 
said man is Billy Lovelady, another deposi- 

tory employe. 

ren report was designed mainly to be a kind of 
tranquilizer for the nation, to assure millions 
of Americans that no conspiracy accounted 
for Kennedy’s assassination. He wrote, “... 
and such an effort could be successful only if 
the commission found that the lone assassin 
had been apprehended. A finding indicating 
that unknown assassins were. still at large 
would have offered little assurance.” 

Similarly, in the book’s foreward, the Brit- 
ish Historian, Prof. Hugh Trevor-Roper, wrote, 
“The writers of the report have selected such 
evidence as may seem to sustain their con- 
clusion. They have chosen to ignore a great 
deal of evidence which does not support but! 
even traverses that conclusion.” | 

Of the many points raised in Mr. Lane’s 
book, these are some of the major ones: 

Direction of the shots that struck Kennedy 
and Connally: 

The Warren commission concluded that 
Oswaid fired at the President’s car from the 
sixth floor of the Texas Book Depository 
Building. The car was moving away from 
the window. Mr. Lane points a finger at a 
grassy knoll toward which the car was ap- | 
proaching. He writes, “witnesses heard 
shots come from the knoll. Witnesses saw 
smoke on the knoll. One witness even 



smelled gunpowder behind the tence.’ 

This would suggest that Kennedy was 
caught in a crossfire, with bullets striking 
him from behind and in front, The Warren 
Report said: “In contrast to the testimony 
-of the witnesses who heard and observed 

- shots fired from the Depository, the com- 

Lane wrote: “In the face of irrefutable testi- 
mony showing that at least four shots were 
fired, the commission held that just three 
had been fired. Clearly, if Oswald was the 
lone assassin and if he employed the rifle 
the commission claimed he had, it would 
have been impossible for him to have fired 
more than three shots in less than six sec- 

-Inission’s investigation had disclosed no _ onds.” 
kk 

The question of fingerprints on the rifle: 

Mr. Lane wrote, “Asked specifically 
about the existence of a palm print on the | 
weapon (Sebastian) Latona (an FBI expert) 
replied that when he conducted his exam- 
ination of the weapon at the FBI laboratory 
he found no trace of one.” 

The Warren Report said “the Dallas po- 
lice developed by powder some faint ridge 
formations on the metal magazine .. . The 
faint ridge formations were insufficient for 
purposes of effecting an identification, but . 
the latent palm print was identified as the 
right palm of Lee Harvey Oswald.” 
And so on, through the maze of testimony 

given by expert and by lay witnesses, through 
the multiplicity of details surrounding the as- 
sassination, Mr. Lane raises questions. 

Was the bullet wound in President Ken- 
nedy’s. throat an exit—or an entrance— 
wound? If it was an entrance wound, it could 
not have come from the window of the build- 
ing where the commission said Oswald sta- 
tioned himself. If it was an exit wound, caused 
by a bullet fired from behind the President, 
would it not have been a wider, stellate gash? credible evidence that any shots were fired Bullet Hit Both 

om anyw. ere € Se. . Did the same bullet strike both Mr. Ken- ** * * nedy and Mr. Connally, as the commission Oswald as a marksman: concluded, or were they hit by separate shots? 
The commission reported that Oswald | Referring to Mr. Connally’s shirt, Mr. Lane \ wrote: “Although it was torn in several places 

and was therefore useful only as evidence, be- 
fore it could be examined by the commission : aati 7 or the FBI, it was ‘cleaned and pressed’ as Corps in 1956, and tee a marine an were the Governor’s jacket and trousers. Who geant who reviewed Oswald's scores, cleaned the shirt and thereby mutilated the 

would say in the Marine Corps, he is a good evidence?” 
shot, slightly above average . . . He disputes the evidence on which Os- Mr. Lane quoted one of Oswald’s fellow wald’s movements were reconstructed from 
marines, Nelson Delgado, as saying, “It was the time of the shooting to the moment when, 
a pretty good joke, because he got a lot of the commission reported, Oswald killed the 
‘Maggie’s Drawers,’ you know, a lot of Dallas policeman, J. D. Tippitt. Mr. Lane 
misses, but he didn’t give a darn.” wrote, “Only by carefully selecting the least 

3 6 3K , 

Accuracy of the Mannlicher-Carcano rifle: 

a
 

e
e
 

Re-enactment . . . shows how it may have 
been possible for one bullet to enter Presi- 
dent Kennedy’s back and later wound 
Governor Connally ... But there are, says 
Lane, those who believe the bullet hit 
President from front, nicking his tie knot 

and entering threat. 

qualified as a “sharpshooter” in the Marine 

Mr. Lane quotes from a magazine arti- 
cle dated October, 1964, which calls this 
rifle “. . . crudely made, poorly designed, 
dangerous and inaccurate . .. unhandy, un- 

_ réliable on repeat shots, has safety design 
fault.” 
“ fhe Warren Report said ‘the various 
tests showed that the Mannlicher-Carcano 

was an accurate rifle and that the use of a 
four-power scope was a substantial aid to 
rapid, accurate firing.” 

* % *K 
The number of shots fired and the speed of 

firing: | 

In a pre-publication statement, Mr. 



| —AP Wirephotes. 

| Dallas detective holds rifle traced to Os- 
wald . . . Could it have been fired three 

times in six seconds? 

competent and most fanciful and rejecting 
very material testimony, including that of a 
deputy sheriff, was it possible for the com- 
Mission to assert that it had succeeded in re- 
jconstructing every move that Oswald made.’ | 

Hearsay Admitted 

Concluding his summation of the Warren 
Report, Mr. Lane wrote, “Hearsay evidence | 
was freely admitted, while crucial eyewit- 
hess testimony was excluded. Opinions were 
sought and solemnly published while import- 
ant facts were rejected, distorted or ignored. 
Dubious scientific tests were said to have 
proved that which no authentic test could do.” 

All this is emphatically denied by Con- 
gressman Gerald R. Ford of Michigan, who 
.was a member of the Warren Commission. 
;.. “The conclusions of the Warren Commis- 
sion were valid when published and they are 
valid today,” he said. “There is no new evi- 
dence that I am familiar with. Speculation, 
yes—but no new evidence.” 

Testimony Released 
Countering Mr. Lane’s contention that the 

commission had prejudged Oswald’s guilt and 
then set out to prove it, Mr. Ford said “that’s 
just not a fact. I know of nothing that deviat- 
ed from our basic mission—to find out the 
truth.” 

Mr. Lane’s assertion that “important de- 
tails” of the testimony have been impounded 
in the National Archives “for another 75 
years” brought this statement from James B. 
Rhoads, assistant archivist: 

“About 95 per cent of the testimony has 
been released. From time to time, more will 
be declassified.” LY 


