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“x ait 
‘T seems to me that anyone who now 
challenges the findings of the Warren 

Commission on the assassination of 
President Kennedy and the murders of 
Police Officer Tippit and Lee Harvey 
Oswald ought to make clear his early 
association with the event and his first 
conclusions about the commission’s juds- 
ment. For a lotof early doubts (Buchanan, 
Bertrand Husseli, and a pack of the 
foreign press who invaded Dallas) were 
elther snatched from misinformation or 
rosted in a deep hatred of America dis- 
guised, often from the hater himself, as a 
passion for justice. 

Most of us, at the start, were profoundly 
shaken by the murder itself and outraged 
at the bewlidered and sloppy behaviour 
of the Dallas police. After that we divided 
sharply into those who were relieved by 
the executive order that let the FBI take 
over and those whose chronic distrust of 
the FBI or fondnesss for conspiracies 
guickened their susceptibility to the 
plague of rumours. Once President 
Johnson appointed the commission, the 
first group was further reassured by the 
distinction of most of the appointees and 
by the unquestionable integrity of Chief 
Justice Warren. The sceptics, fighting now 
a rearguard action against the Establish- 
ment, held blindly to the rumours or 
shrugged off the whole thing as an in- 
evitable whitewash. Ten months later 
you. had your choice of reluctantly con- 
ceding that the whitewash had been done 
with hereulean labour (one fat report 
and 26 volumes of supporting documents, 
exhibits, and testimony) or succumbing 
with a sigh to such a raussive dose af 
rranquilliser. 

* 

As a working correspondent who often 
attached himself to the White House 
press corps to cover the political travels 
of President Kennedy, I had put myself 
down to ge to Fort Worth and Dailas. 
But the trip came at the wrong time for 
my newspaper: the first story could 
appear only on Saturday, and since we 
had no Sunday newspaper the next story 
would be stale. Moreover, it was to be 
a wearisome chore for the President (he 
had to be strongly persuaded te go) of 
pacifying a Téxas political feud Between 
the Vice-President, Governor Connally, 
and two opposing partisans who, just 
to confuse things, bore the same name, 
i decided to stay in New York, a decision 
that saved me from the agony of the 
press corps’ long ordeal when it found 
itself stranded in the luncheon gathering 
which the President was te address. For 
the next five hours two of us watched 
three television networks do an incompar- 
able if desperate job. 

it is curious, in retrospect, how some 
of the lasting toubts-were-plant@d in the 
hrst_ few “hours, Oné of them was the 
precise identification, by three policemen: 
who searched the sixth dodr 6T fhe Texas 
School” Book Depository building, of the murder weapon as a German “ Mauser, 765 bolt action, equipped” with’ a 4/18 
stone.” The billéts could wot ‘have come 
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evidenec 
, 

on the assassination of President Kennedy 

from it, and the police ljater changed 
their minds and decided it was an Jtalian 
carbine, which somehow had been found 
jater in the building and which Oswaid, 
or pomeone else, pad bought from a mail- 
order house under The pseudonym of 

witness. The murder of Officer Tippit was 
then, and Pemuains” with mé today, a 
mystery which only by huge credulous- 
ness, and the suppression” of e00d  wit- 
nesses, Can be attributed {6 fhe Lee 
iWarvey Oswald we know. a 

_ However, while thirty years of report- 
ing have taught me that even bishops 
and Prime Ministers can err, 1 am nryself 
temperamentally inclined -to trust’ the 
Establishment at the first how! of a beat- 
alk. And these early misgivings, an@ the 

AAMAS EUS ENA MS HOO Lea et dade dee Laer SELMER EEE SEES Cini gbe 

caes subsequently and stridently elaber- 
ated by Buchanan (and now by Harold 
Weisberg in his privately printed -' Wiite- 
wash”), only served to tantalise my 
hunger for the Warren Report. Like, | 
should guess, most members of the com- 
mission, I did. mot read the whole 27 
volumes, only. fhe report—ifself’ So—ihe 
doubts were explained away (or, it now 
appears, the evidence that would inflame 
them was damped down); the police 
found _no ejected shells on the suspicious 
grassy knoll by the railroad overpass - 
even Marma Oswald thought her husband 
was cuilty 3 Mark e was dashing alt 
over insisting on the murkiness of the 
comniussion’s nyotives; Oswald was dead ; 
Ruby was in gaol; the investigation had 
taken ten months (aciually, only ten 
weeks) ; hundreds of witnesses had been 
re-examined. If Témained, however, for 
Edward Jay Epstein, a young academican, 
to interview five of the commission’s 
seven members and most of its legal staff. 

Until the appearance of Mark Lane's 
beok (“Rush to Judgment,” Bodley Head 
42s), and Epstein’s cool and alarming 
account of the way the cammission went 
about its work 

n 
burden” of provi 
must fall as it oueh 
the besinting.” 01 : 
is to Say, on the FBI And on the commis- 
sion, whet from Start to Gish appeared 
to" have a_peérvérse preference far iesti- 
mony that was contradictory or unreliable 
GY owed of pérjured. From first to last. 
the enmmission clung in the FBI's four. 

Z 

volum2 report like a Fundamentalist to 
the Old Testament. 

In ‘the days of our Innocence, every 
time ‘ve _read that “the “cominission ” had 
concit ded this or that, we réflected that 
this was the considered judgment of the 
uprigift Chief Justice (himself once a 
skiliec district attorney in California), 
of Jom McCloy, once the Hieh Com- 
missioner for Germany, of a former hear 
of the Central Intelligence Agency, and of 
a fornier Solicitor-General of the United 
States Behind them was a hodv of life- 
long awyers, so high-priced that most 
of them had little time to desert their 
practices. They came to bear much the 
same relation ta the commission's work 
as the letterhead bigwigs on a charity 
bali appeal do to starving children or 
Israeli refugees. Of the commissioners 
ithemsclves, only Justice Warren attended 
almost all the sessions. The rest turned 
up a calf, or a third, or a filih. of the. 
time. .k voung corporation lawver on the 
staid described their function as that of 
1 board of directors. Joseph Ball, an 
experienced eriminal lawyer assicned to 
study the identity of the assassin. con- 
‘luded that “the commission had no idea 
what was happening, we did all the in- 
vestigating, lined up the witnesses, solved 
the problem and wrote the report.” 

* 

Assuming for the moment that these 
strictu ‘es might be residual scars from 
the inevitable personality clashes of the 
commission and its frantic staff (the 
writing and publication deadlines had 
constar fly to be advanced, to the Chicf 
Justice's distress}, Jet us icok at the 
procedtre the commission avreed to 
adopt. Hardly knowing where to begin, 
in a task that had no precedent in Presi- 
dential commissions, they parcelled out 
the “davestigation” according to tonics 
and issies in a very orderly fashion. This 
division, of labour was such as would be 
followel by an eminent law firm as the 
proper way fo amass testimony before 
trial, fustimony which would be digested 
into evidence by the trial lawver and his 
staff in court. But there was no such.- 
master mind, and the method guaranteed 
that the distinguished commissioners by 

their irequent absences, and the zalley 
slaves by their separate preoccupations, 
would be ablenated from a view of the 
whole case, 

But if the commission did not end with 
2 coinprchensive view, it started with one, 
le sooa found. that it had no time for 
independent_investigation. It tisted™ to 
thé fivo volumes of the FBI repert (which 
contained 25,000 separate items), an 
ahnost irresistible document if read alone.



So the commission pruceeaeca UNL aw 
nuschievous, but self-imposed, handicap. 
it referred always to the testimony of the 
Dallas police and the FRBIs final version 
of its interviews as the vase to disprove, 
and when if was in doubt it retained its 
‘faith, The procedure dangerously re- 
sembied that whereby a district attorney's 
office dedicates itself to a single end: the 
procuring of an indictment from a grand 
jury at all costs. A grand jury is the 
creature of the DA: and that is why his 
required obsession to prosecute must be 
repulsed by the defence lawyer and tested 
in the trial, 

But there was no trial. and no case for 
the defence. It is what Mr Lane has tried 
to provide. Admittediy, it is an advocate’s 
case, and, while he tends to jmpugn the 
commission’s motives as reliably as the 
commission impugns the doubters of its 
single-bullet, single-assassin theory, hs 
ease is a damning ona, 

ahe 
Pa 

50, fire commission's report amounts 
to the published transcript of a vast grand 
jury hearing. 

pfoceeds at once to @ conviction and a 

lis method of pro- 
cedure was fatal to any_whole view. And 
its defined alms were fatal to a true one. 
For it accepted in good faith the Presi- 
dent’s order to “ascertain, evaluate, and 
report on™ the true facts: but it at 
ance added to this the further aim of 
“lifting the cloud of doubts that had been 
cast over American institutions’: in a 
word—to dispel the darkness it was the 
commission’s duty, if not its brief, to 
penetrate, At an early meeting it was 
confronted by a bomb. There was a 
rumour (brought to the commission’s 
notice, incidentally, by Mark Lane, simply 
an attoTicy and citizen) tat Oswald had 
been or still was .a_ paid FBI informer, 
The subsequent inquiries discléséd much 
disturbing stuff about sworn contacts and 
Government cheques. The commission’s 
eeneral counsel warmed that what had 
been unearthed would be “bad for the 
commission... damaging to the agencies 
that are involved.” In spite of Aen 
Dulles’ admission that this allegation 
“was a terribly hard thing to disprove,” 
it was mercifully rejected on the single 
assurance of J. Edgar Hoover that there 
was not “a secintilia”’ of evidence. 

It was a close shave. But from then on, 
the half-conscious but flagging aim of the 
conimission was ta present a solid front, 
to soothe the public discontent, to accept 
the truth when it flourished only under 
blue skies. The “informer” seare had 
been an object Jesson. what would the 
public mood have been = tt Inmission 
had fonestly confessed What the “torani- 
mous finding of The Dallas doctors of a 
commission .. . dam. aging fo the agencies 
small entry wound in the throat {before 
the emergency tracheotomy had distorted 
and enlarged the wound for the jater 

at all bullets 
from behind, and therefore 

destroyed far beyond a_reasonable doubt 
the whole theory of a single assassin ? 

We “ate Coming close. toa mood 
rightes 
time-servin® aS anv other liberal emotion 
if the end in view is a noble posture 

of 
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anger, which can be just as- 

SEee Cer eeOrCeUrer eee rer PV eTererererreerry) 

rather than action. The question is, where 
do we go from here? 9 © e.0 
believe the case should be re-opened 

by a_commission thatwould_iirst appoint 
a body of independent investigators whose 
only duty would be ie the commission : 
that the testimony 6f the police and the 
FBI should be” ed Jike any other: 
that a Jegal staff should prepare the case 
for the defence; and that the commission 
should then call al! the witnesses the 
defence counsel considers “vital.” inelud- 
ing those on whom Mr Lane bases his 
rebuttal, and all the testimony—most 
especially that of. Ssivia...Qdio — that 
supports the theory of. an. aclive con- 
spiracy with Cubans in which Jack_Ruby, 
the known Oswaid, and the physically 
similar Oswald who laid so many upset- 
ting clues may have been involved. The 
essential witnesses would have to include 
the majority of bystanders who were sure 
the bullet sounds had come from the 
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woode knoll by the overpass: au tne 
people in the Book Depesttory who 
Claimet fo have seen one Gswald or 
another; the people who failed to identify 
Oswalc in the line-up but who subse- 
quenth’, after visits from FRI or “recon- 
siderat.on,” then identified him; the ecab- 
driver who booked Oswald's cab-ride at 
atime “When Oswatd shonid Have been 
raising “his~yifte>-the man who actually 
put in the police call over Tippit’s radio 
car, and not the man the commission 
“believ2d” had done it: all the people 
who knew Tippit and also knew Ruby : 
the wonan on the bus who owed rent to 
Oswald and was his only identifier on his 
long and irrational journey home: and 
Many niore who Mcssrs Lane and Epstein 
convinee me ougnut to appear. 

we 
rT 

The awful blend of outrage and 
patriotism that shook the country in the 
months after the assassination has dis- 
Sipated. The risk that all the old wit- 
nesses have by now hardened into 
anecdot: the confusion sf first. impres- 
sions is worth takine, The fear that the 
lnstitutimns of American vovernment 
would topple before the truth is no longer 
lively. 1. BJ is there to prove it. it should 
be possible now to see the then steadily 
and see much more of the whole. 

Probadly there was not (as the new 
Presidert Johnson was the first to fear} 
a Cubar or Right-wine plot avainst the 
American executive branch (several of 
the Cabinet were up in that plane on 
their wey to Japan). Perhaps there was no const iracy at all. andih® Datias police are’ blan eless to_a man. Perhaps Oswald's incrédib @ marksmanship can be made , IPRSIH< A credible. Perhaps some seer can be taand 

that the. only two reporlers-who went to 
- sho 

. » ONE ! a police 

oicer it California, Perhaps there was 
The geieral court-murtial that tried the 

so-called conspirators for the assassina- 
tion cf Abraham Lincoln was plainly told 
its duty hy, I believe, the Assistant Secre- 
tary of War: “ You must not allow your 
judgment and decision in this case to he 
troubled by any piddline technicalities 
of the lav or by any pedantic revard to 
the customary rules of evidence, Second, 
and most important. you must not permit 
yourselve; to be inftuenced by that 
obnoxious creation of legal nonsense— 
reasonabl: doubt.” 
The wiavoidable charge against the comnmussicn must be that if it had taken 

a similar vow very many more of its 
findings vould be understandable. As it was, it fulfilled its second aim: to dispel 
a welter cf alarming rumours and protect the Repu lic.,It signally failed in its first 
am: “to ascertain, evaluate and péeport on” the !ruth deducible from the facts. 
Sooner or later, it will have to be done. It would he beter, for. ie braised condi. tion of A wérican justice, that it not be ic# to “HistoTiafis who wilt be iilowed fo see the” deposits in the 
National 4. rchives 75 years after Novem- 
her 22, 1953. This President, or the next. Should__ convéné another eomnnission. 
Twenty-sey el volimes~are Tot enous 
Shea deweciouna CM EMGAN ECM Camda dade eed t dean nee dosanaaucaaia 
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