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The Uneasy

- President Kennedy’s body,

- Doubts on
- Oswald

By Tom Wicker
wy New Vork Times
Washington
A PUBLIC DISCUSSION group in New
. York recently sought to hold a round-
table session about the Warren Report and
its conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald was
the lone assassin of John F. Kennedy. The

. spiracy and treachery than it was to s

tablish the unvarnished truth, and thus made

~ the facts fit a convenient thesis.
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FROM THE DAY of publication, for in-

stance, Governor John Connally of Texas
has publicly denied the commission’s conten-
tion that the same bullet passed through
then through Con-
“nally’s chest and wrist to lodge in his thigh.
The published analyses of the ballistics and
autopsy evidence that have followed the
Warren Report have tended to support the
Governor, not the commission.

Again, reporters who were present in

- Dallas that dreadful Friday afternoon clear-
. ly remember that the doctor who attended
. 'the dying President, in his first public state-
- ment, tentatively described a bullet hole in
- the front of the throat as having had the ap-

pearance of an entry wound, That this opin=
ion was changed in testimony before the
‘commission, which rested its findings par-
tially on the idea that the hole was an exit

- wound, cannot erase the memory of what

major difficulty for the group was in finding

anyone of stature who was willing to defend
the Warren Report and its findings.

That is only an example of how the at-

'mosphere has changed in the two years since
the massive report and its 26 volumes of sup-

porting testimony and evidence were

published. In the United States the Oswald
theory then was accepted widely — almost
without question — although doubt con-
tinued to prevail in Europe, with its history
of political assassinations and conspiracies.

Now 'a number of impressive books —

was said at first hand on Nov. 22, 1963,
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HE POINT is not that the doctor neces-
sarily was wrong the first time, or the
second; perhaps there was sufficlent reason

| for the changed opinion. Nor is it really pos-

- sible to accept Governor Connally’s judg-

and even more that are not so impressive —
- clad and unarguable case that Lee Oswald.

have been published, all raising questions of
the most serious nature. The Warren

Commission’s procedures, its objectivity and

‘its members’ diligence have been opened to

doubt. Tts major findings have been called ev-

erything from conjecture to pre-judgment to
error, The damaging suspicion has been
planted, here as well as abroad, that the

commission — even if unconsciously — was

LEE HARVEY OSWALD
Perhaps there is more truth’

“ment against the commission’s, or vice versa,
or to decide certainly ‘any number of other
points that have now been placed in dispute.
The point is that the Warren Commis-
sion has not, after all, even quieted public
-concern about who killed John Kennedy, or
why, and even less has it presented an iron-

alone and without rational motive, was the
assassin,
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BUT HAS EVERY MEANS of establishing
the truth of the Kennedy assassination -

. been exhausted? Representative Theodore

Kupferman of New York, with many other
Americans, does not think so.

.. . He has asked Congress to establish a
Joint legislative committee empowered to re-
view the whole case and, if necessary, to re-
open it, -

A sound precedent for this is found in

. the joint congressional group that reviewed

the finding of the special Roberts Commis-
sion that first investigated the Pear] Harbor
disaster, The appointment of such a group in
this case need have no implication that the
Warren Commission was inept or unjust, or
‘that Oswald was guilty or innocent. It would
imply only that further investigation and so-
ber second thought ought at least to diminish

-confusion, if not correct error.,

. And since the most despicable of con-
victed murderers has the right of appeal to a
higher court, why should not Lee Oswald?



