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Kennedy Assassination & 
J°" By RELMAN MORIN 
. AP Special Correspondent 

s, NEW YORK (AP) — To many 
persons, the assassination of 

+President John F. Kennedy still 
“remains an absorbing mystery, 
an ineredibiy complex—and po- 
tentially jucrative—detective 
stery in which the last ehapter 
is yet to be written. 

The ghost walks despite the 
fact that the commission headed 

-by Chief Justice Earl Warren 
“investigated the case for 10 
‘Months, examined raountains of 
subjective and objective evi- 
,dence, then issued a report con- 
taining these princinal conelu-. 
wSions: *. 

Gronp’s Conclusions 
1. Lee Harvey Oswald fired 

he rifle that killed Kennedy and 
“wounded Texas Gov. John B. 
Connally, shooting from a win- 
cow position behind the ear in 
which they were riding. 

2. Oswaid acted alone from 
motives unknown: no foreign or 
Comesiic conspiracy brought 
aibout the assassination. 

%. Oswald was noi accauainted 
with Ruby, the Dallas 

' nigntchwb operator who shot him 
to death two days later outside 
the Dallas Police and Courts 
Bulidiag. 

The Warren Commission is- 
sued its report Sent. 24, 1984, 
officially closing the case. 

Doubts Expressed 
Since then, however, doubts 

have been expressed by law- 
: Yers, writers and at least one 
‘historian. Books challenging the 

/ commission’s over-all conclu 
“sions, and questioning the swb- 
, Sidiary findings on which they 
; were based, regularly come off 
“the presses. The latest, “Rush 
.to Judgment,” by aitortiey 
. Matk hates is to be issued Aug: 
15. . 

Sa
g 

os
 

/ in the case in response to a re- 
_ quest from Marguerite Oswald 
“who said to him in December; 
21963, “Will you be my son’s law: 

“13 Republican Couri, 
iindiay, 0. 45840 ~ 
A.M. -cire. 23,75" 
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yer befora the Warren Conrmis- 
sion?’? 
Lane writes that he inter 

viewed numerous persons who, 
in his judgment, had iraportant 
information about the assassi- 
nation but were not called to 
testify before the commission. 

i Brief Fer Prosecation 
,Why? He states the core of his 

contention in the words, “I he- 
lieve that the report of the Pres- 
ident’s commission is less a re- 
port than a brief for the prose 
cution. Oswald was the ac- 
cused; the evidence against him 
was Magnified, while that in his 
favor was depreciated, misrep- 
resented or ignored.” 
- Elsewhere, Lane contends 
that the Warren report was des- 
igned mainly to be a kind of 
wanquilizer for the nation, to 
assure millions of Americans 
that no conspiracy accounted 
for Kennedy's assassination. 
He wrote, “Such an effort 

could be successful only if the 
commission found that the Ione 
assassin had been apprehended. 
A finding indicating that un- 
known assassing were stil ati? 
large would have offered little 
assurance.” 

Says Evidence Ignored, 
Similarly, ia the book’s /fore- 

word, the British his orian, 
Prof. Hugh‘ Trevor/Roper, 
wrote, “The writers of jthe re- 
port have selected such evi- 
dence as may seem to! sustain 
their conclusion. They have cho- 
Sen to ignore a great deal of 
evidence which does not support 
but even traverses that conclu- 
sion.” - 

Of the many points raised in 
Lane’s book, these are some of 
the major ones: 
—Direction of the shots that 

struck Kennedy and Connally: 
The Warren Commission con- 

cluded that Oswald fired at the Lane says he became involved|President’s ear from the sixth 

floor of the Texas Book Depasi- 
iory Buildieg. The car wes mov- 
ing away from the window. 

®rom Two Directicns 
Lane points a finger at a eras- 

sy Knoll toward which the car 

h
m
 

Was approaching. He writes, 
“Witnesses heard shots : 

tas from 

éven smeiled gunpowder ? 
the fence.” 

This would suggest that 
nedy was caught in a eross-F 
With bullets striking him + 
behind and in front. The Warren 
report said, “In contrast ¢o the 
testimony of ihe wiinesses who 
heard and observed shois fired 
from the cepositery, the ¢ora- 
mission’s investigation had dis 
closed no credible evidence that 
any shots were fired from any- 
where else" 
—Oswald as a marksman: 
The commission reported that 

Oswaid Gualitied as a 
“sharpshooter” in the Marine 
Corps in i956, and quoted 2 
Marine sergeant who Teviswed 
Oswald’s scores, “I would say 
in the Marine Corps, he : 
good shot, slightly above 
age,” . 

.| MeHow Marine Cuoted 
Lane atoted one 0: 

oe oe ri 4 OT, 

ive, 
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eeyy as saying, “It was a vrett 
joke, because he gota 
“Maggie’s drawers,’ you Know, 2 
lot of misses, but he didn’t Zive 
a darn.” , 

Lane quotes from a mavazine 

raade, poorly designed, danger- 
ous ang inaccurate, unhandy, 
unreliable on repeat shots, has 
Safety design fanikt.” 
The Warren report said, “The 

various tests showed that thr 
Mannlicher-Careano wes 2n ac. 
curate rifle and that the use of z 
four-power scope was a sx% 
stantial aid to rapid, acecurat firin gf? ; os 

Other Aspects Viewed | 
—The number of shots fre 

and the speed of firing: 
in a pre-publication state 

ment, Lane wrote, “In the fac. 
of irrefutable testimony showin; 
that ai least four 

ariitle dated October, i864, 1 Jet alls thje «ft Teron oa witith calls this ritle “crudely 
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which 

“storm mission cance 

“jdence, before 

tnree shots in loss than six sec- 
onds.”’ 

Referring to testis of the Title, 
set up to simulate. conditions 
which ihe commission said Os- 
wald would have encountered,, 
tae Warren report said, “All 
three of the firers in these tests 
were able to fire the rounds 
within the time period which , 
would have been available’ to;’. 
the assassin under those condi-! 
tious.” i 
—The cuestion of fingerprints” 

on the rile: 
Lane wrote, “Asked specifi- 

cally about the existence of a 
palm print on the weapon (Se- 
basti Latota (an FBI ex- 

evied taat when he con. 
ais’ examination of fhe? 

Weapon ai the #BI laboratory’ 

Haze Of Testimony 
The Warren report said, “The 

Dallas police developed by pow- 
der some faint ridge formations 
on ine metal magazine. The: 
faint tidge formations were in.’ 

idient ior purposes of effect. pa
l 

CS
 

b
e
e
 

Anc so on, through the maze 
of testimony giv: by expert 
ana by lay witnesses, throush 
the multiplicity of details sur- 
rounding the assassination, 
Lans raises questions. DO 
Was the bullet wound in Ken- 

nedy’s throat an éxli—or an en- 
trance wound? if it was an en- 
trance wound, it could not have: 
come trom the window of the} 
buliding where the commission| 
said Oswald stationad himself, 

i und, caused 
j i from behind 

Did the same bullet strike 
Kennedy and Connally, as the 

they hit by separzte ; 
Referring to <. 

Lane wrote, “A4} z 
torn in several places and Was| 
therefore useful only as avi 

ii could be exam- 

‘jmnutilated the evidence?” 

time of tha shooting to the mo-| 

ined -by the comraission or the 
FBI, it was “cleaned and |. 
presed’ as were the #overnor’s| jacket and trousers. Who 
tleaned the shirt and thereby 

He disputes the -evidence on 
Oswald's movements 

were reconstmicted from the? 
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policeman, J.D. Tippitt, . | 
” Lane wrote, ‘Osby by careiul 
ly selecting the least competent. 
and most fanciful and rejecting 
yery material testimony, inchud- 
ing that of a deouty sheriff, was 
it possible for the commission to 
assert that it had succeeded in 
ireconstruciing avery move that 
Oswaid made.” 

Guestions Fesiimony 
Concluding. his summation of 

the Warren report, Lane wrote, “Hearsay evidence wag freel 
admitted, while crucial eyewit- 
ness testimony was excluded. 
Opinions were sought and sol. 
emniy published while Impor-: 
:tant facts were rejected, distort-: 
ed or ignored. Dubious scientific: 
tests were said to have proved . 
that which no authentic test” could do. Those few (Witnesses) 
whe challenged the govern: 
men’s case were often har- 
assed’ and transformed for the time being into defendants. The 
secrecy which prevailed at the hearings was extended, in re- 
spect to many important de- 
tails, for another 75 years.” 

AW this is emphatically de- nied by Congressman Gerald B: Ford of Michigan, a member of the Warren Commission. 
“Tre conclusions of the Warren Commission ‘were valid when published and they are valid today,” he said. “There is to new evidence that I am fa- miliar with. ‘Speculation, yes— Dui no new evidence.” 

. dust Not Fact 
Countering Lane’s contention that the commission had pre- judged Oswaid’s guilt and then: set out to prove it, Ford said, “That’s just not a fact. I know cf nothing that deviated from our basic mission—to find out the truth.” 

| Lane’s assertion that “‘impor- fant details” of the testimony have been impounded in the Na- tional Archives “for another 75/ years” brought this Statement} from James B. Rhoads assistant| archivist, “About 95 per cent off the testimony has been re-} leased. From time to time,! more will be de-classified? - 7! Rhoads said some of the ma- terial still classified is eom.t| posed of tha working papers of! the - individual members of tha} commission. The attitude of the} \White House, he said, “is tof Jean aver backwards tO de-cigs- Sify as rapidly as possible.” 


