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THE CASE FOR THE WARREN REPORT 

Powerful attack on 'demonologists' 
By Jon R. Waltz 

AFTER THE ASSASSINATION. A Positive Appraisal of 
the Warren Report. By John Sparrow. (humans Press. 
$3.95. 

When an English intellectual, given ordinarily to 
that understatement which typifies his kind, de-
scribes an mere group of commentators as "demo-
nologists,-  It is certain that he has been badly un-
settled by something. And when the English thinker 
Is John Sparrow. warden of All Souls College, Ox-
ford, his perturbation is cause for general concern. 

Sparrow's subject in "After the Assassination-  0, 
as he puts IL the "host of crack-pots and rabble-
rousing publicists. of 'patriots' with a set/appointed 
mission" that, in the aftermath of the Kennedy mur-
der, produced tumulruous criticisms of the Warren 
Commission's report concerning the tragedy. He is 
right In stating that, despite the report, "The manu-
facture of conspiracy theories became a small-scale 
industry-  here end abroad. Calling himself a "dis-
passionate inquiror," Sparrow has sot out "to see if 
there 1.1 a needle of truth hidden in (the) haystacks of 
denunciation" Not a one. he decides. 

The author's credentials as a "dispassionate in-
quirer" Cr, impressive. He was a distinguished man 
of law before going up to Orford in lefa. Unlike 
those whose efforts he addresses In his beak. be Is a 
scholar of international reputation. His past publica-
tions place him beyond any imputation of Impulsive 
knight-errantry. It is evident, however, that Sparrow's 
inquiry generated in him more than a little passion. 
It has led him to abandon understatement in his 
labeling of the principal -demoriologists." 

He views the ubiquitous Mark Lane. whom he ducts 

Jon R. Walc, an authority on the law or evidence, 
is professor of law at Northwestern Unhaersity. He 
is co-author of "The Trial of lack Ruby" and of a 
law school rest an evidence. 

"the itinerant •demonologist," as an artful coward—
"willing to wound and yet afraid to strike" — who 
relies not on any connected account of what he 
thinks may have occurred at Dallas but rather 
on "a steady barrage of Innuenda." He charges that 
Lane. In his "Rush to Judgment." repeatedly sup-
presses and even misrepresents evidence. Sparrow 
emphasizes this Indictment by remarking that Sylvia 
Meagher's "gift for Innuendo and her cavalier treat-
ment of the evidence rivals Mr. Lane's." {Mrs. 
Meagher, who performed a distinct service to people 
like me by preparing a usable Index to the Warren 
Commission's unwieldy product, later launched e 
vitriolic attack against the report.) 

Of Edward Epstein, author of "Inquest," Sparrow 
declares: "(He) has proved about himself what lie 
sought to prove about the Communion." that Is, that  

an ingrained bias can lead one to distort the record 
and (here, in truth, is some English understatement) 
"facilitate misinterpretation.-  Prof. Richard Popkin, 
whose "The Second Oswald" I had always thought 
was an elaborate practical joke, Is to Sparrow no 
more than a tool: "In order not to believe in the 
probable there is on much of the improbable he has 
to believe In." Harold Weisberg. who wrote "White-
Wash," is "rabid"; Bertrand Russell, who hailed 
Lane's book as "a great historical document," Is "a 
distinguished Jatard." And so It goes. 

to a way. Sparrow Is kindest toward Joachim 
leaven, the contributor of "Oswald: Assassin or 
Pall Guy?" His story Is "extravagant and incredi-
ble, his book a compound of bad logic . . and bad 
taste." but at least Joesten "has the courage of his 
Own Crary convictions-" He, unlike Lane and most 
of the others, attempted to deed a conspiracy 
hypothesis as an alternative to the commission's 
findings, 

Sparrow devotes a shun chapter to Jim Garrison. 
America's most garrulous prosecutor. His evidence. 
Sparrow says. Is "very dubious." Realizing, however, 
that Garrisun's show was supposed to go on the boards 
soon, Sparrow refrains from extended comment 
on its more grotesque aspects. He harbors the 
quaint notion that the proper place for criminal 
litigation Is In the courtroom, where the accused are 
given a chance to defend themselves_ 

The foregoing characterizations of the Warren Com-
mission's critics are, if not extravagant, at least 
harsh. In creating of them no unequivocally on a 
generalized level, Sparrow sets for himself an 
especially heavy burden to prove that his targets 
deserve such scorn. The critics' cotene excuse their 
often vicious characterization, of those who, under 
our libel laws, are virtually foreclosed from self-de-
fense, but it is safe to predict that this bland In-
sensibility will not be extended to Sparrow; we have 
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