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IK Books Since 1963 

Warren Report on Kennedy’s Slaying 
Is Challenged by Stubborn Research 

By HOLMES ALEXANDER 

WASHINGTON — For nearly 

30 years after the Sacco-Van- 
zetti execution in 1997, it was 
the liberal dogma to believe 
that two humble, high-minded, 
imiocent idealists had ‘heen 
railroaded to death by right- 
wing reactionaries. Francis 

Russell, whe wrote one of the 
Several books which vindicated 
the findings of our courts, says 
this: 
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An Act of Faith - 

“Even to approach the ease 
with an open mind was con- 

sidered intellectually contempti- 

ble. . For over a third of a 
cemlury they HAD to be in- 
noeent. Intellectuals have ac- 
cepted this as an act of faith,” 

It says something about the 

growth of American maturity 
to find that the Warren _Ke- 
port on the assassination of 
President Kennedy — also a 
liberal dogma — has not sur- 
vived so long as two years. 

The initial reaction of the 
liberals was to conden un- 
identified right-wingers, and 

when Lee Harvey Oswald 
furned ont to be a Marxist, 

to condemn the rightist city 
of Dallas. The Warren Re- 
port, published two years ago 
next month, was a third 
choice—for it pinned the guilt 

‘on a one assassin while 

exonerating him of any 
Marxist conspiracy. 
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But the theory of the solitary, 

yazed, unaffiliated killer is 
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now crashing on the rocks of 
stubborn research. The latest 

demonstration of dubiety con- 
cerning the Warren Report is 

the forthcoming book, ‘Rush to 
Judgment,’ by Mark Lane, a 

lawyer engaged by Oswald’s 
mother to look after her son's 
interests. 

Follows ‘Two Others 

Two years ago such a book 
by an advocate of the presumed 

assassin would have been 
thought an outrage and a scan- 
dal. But this one is ringed with 
respectability, It has a support- 

ing introduction by the British 
historian, .Hugh Trevor-Roper, 
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The.. Lane.” book follows a 
bad one by Thomas Buchanan, 

“Who Killed Kennedy?” which 
raved against the Dallas 
“oligarchy” and a good one 
by Edward Jay Epstein called 
“Inquest,” which was low- 
pitched and convincing in its 
indictment of the commission, 
More recently still, the Great- 
er Philadelphia Magazine 
brought out a 26,000-word 
article, based on a strange in- 
terview with Philadelphia 
Dist, Atty. Arlen Specter, a 
Warren Commission investiga- 
tor. All are: publications of 
protest against suppression of 
truth, 
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Mark Lane’s book is horrify- 
ing in its realism about the 
President’s wounds. It is merci- 
less in its exposure of the com- 
mission’s predisposition to 
reach the convenient conclusion 

is a world wide 

of Oswald's isolated guilt. If we 
look now at the purposes be- 
hind President Johnson's ap- 
pointment of the commission, 

we can see that these purposes 
as well as the investigation re- 
main uncompleted, 

Two-Fold Objective 

Louis Nizer’s introduction to 
the Doubleday edition of the 
report states one official pur- 

pose: “Will the report’s con- 

clusions be accepted, . .?” he 
asks, and then goes on to 
excoriate in advance “some 

who will resist persuasion, . . 
(whose) sight can be blocked by 
neurotic adherence. . .” The 
other official purpose was 

Stated by FBI Director Hoover, 
who declared that the report 

had rendered “incalculable 

service” in “overcoming foreign 
skepticism.” 
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But neither public accept- 

ance nor the tranquilizing of 
foreign skepticism has been 
accomplished. None of the 

critics has solved the crime, 

but all have assisted at de- 
molishing the certified solu- 
tion. A few minutes after 

President Hennedy’s death, 
Lyndon Johnson said: 
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“We don't know whether there _ 

conspiracy; 
whether they are after me as 
well as they were after Presi- 

dent Kennedy. . .We just don’t 
know.”’ 

The Warren Commission was 
his creation—and we still’ don’t 
know. 
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