
{EW YORK TIMES, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER I/7, ai 

By RALPH BLUMENTHAL 
Special to The New York Times 

BRIDGEPORT, Conn., Nov. 
16—Louis Nizer, the lawyer, 

{tonight assailed recently pub- 
lished criticisms of the Warren 
Commission’s report on Presi- 
dent Kennedy’s assassination. 
He called them “an outrage.” 

“The mischief caused by these 
false, Inaccurate books is ter- 
rible,’ he told several hundred 

persons attending a seminar on 
communications at the Univer- 

“In Hurope 1 was so terrified 
by the reaction [to the report] 
that I don’t even want to re- 
peat it,” Mr. Nizer said. “They 
have charged murder to the 

whighest officers of the United 
i States Government.” 

Mr. Nizer mentioned the au- 
thors of two books that have 
‘attracted considerable attenticn|}' 
iirecently for disputing the cffi- 
cial version of President Ken- 
inedy’s assassination. . 

These were Edward Jay Ep- 
stein, author of “Inquest,” and 
Mark Lane, author of “Rush to 
Judzmant.” 

Mr. Nizer alluded to other 

Nizer Calls Criticism of Warren Re port ‘an Outrage’ 
writings critical of the Warren 
Report without mentioning their 
titles or their authors’ names. 

“They have done dishonor and 
mischief to America,” the prom- 
inent New York lawyer said. 
“Let's at least put on the record 
the irresponsibility of these 
crusaders.” 

Mr. Nizer was a member of 
a four-man panel that appeared 
at a symposium on the role of 
the mass media in achieving 
and preserving a free society. 

Dr, Max Lerner, newspaper 

columnist and professor of 
American Civilization at Brand- 
eis was the moderator of the 
panel, whose members also in- 

cluded Clifton Daniel, managing 
editor of The New York Times; 
Otto Fuerbringer, managing ed- 
itor of Time magazine, and Wil- 
Nam T. Corrigan, director of 
N.B.C. News, 

Dr. Lerner dissented from 
Mr. Nizer’s remarks. He said 
that after reading Mr, Epstein’ 
book “I believed the commis- 
sion made a considerable mis- 
take in pushing its staff to 
make a report so quickly.” 

Dr. Lerner also objected to 
Mr. Nizer’s statement that he 
would not dignify the criticism 
of the report with a reply. 

“T think,’ ”" Dr. Lerner told: 
Mr. Nizer, “you owe a reply to 
the entire nation as a matter 
of responsibility.” 

"Ty am considering that right 
now,” replied Mr. Nizer. 

Mr. aniel said that he ac- 
cepted [the conclusions of the 
Warren| Report. He accused its 
critics pf “dragging red her- 
rings all over the place.” 

Mr. Daniel and Mr. Nizer en- 
gaged im a brief exchange over 
whether the courts should limit 
the right of newspapers to re- 
port details about a suspect in 
a criminal case before trial. 

;means of communications satel- 

Mr. Nizer suggested that the} 
United States adopt the British 
system, which severely restricts 
the publication of such informa- 
tion before trial. 

In reply, Mr. Daniel said he 
saw sorne danger in such a sys- 
tem here. “Giving elected judges 
the right to censor what may 
or May) not be printed is dan- 
gerous,? he said. “I shudder to 

think what might happen to 
your rights and mine.” 

He suggested instead a policy! 

of self-restraint by the press, a! 
policy that Mr. Nizer said he| 
would endorse. 
Mr. Corrigan was asked his 

opinion of the Ford Foundation 
proposal for nationwide educa- 
tional television broadcasts by 

lites. He said there was a pos- 
sibility that the networks would 
agree to donate money to such 
a system if they had access to 
the satellite system with all its 
commercial possibilities. 

Mr. Fuerbringer defended the 
right of his and other news 
magazines to interpret the news 
rather than merely publish ob- 
\jective accounts. 


