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e
e
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 th

ro
u

g
h

 a
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 4
e
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sco

p
e
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P
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G
A
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The Lingering S
hadow

 
P

rologue 
T

he one slain has not died. 
D

oubt w
ill not let him

. 

D
oubt asks: "H

ow
 did you 

fall? B
y w

hose band?" D
oubt 

has heard an answ
er —

 "L
ee 

H
arv

ey
 O

sw
ald

 d
id

 it" —
 

fro
m

 d
o
eto

rs, law
y
ers, g

o
v
-

ernm
ent; from

 police, friends, 
foe. 

B
ut doubt does not believe. 

N
ot quite. 
D

oubt know
s the stature of 

the seven som
ber m

en of the 
W

a
rre

n
 C

o
m

m
issio

n
, th

e
 

breadth of their investigation, 
the depth of their report. B

ut 
d

o
u

b
t is n

o
t ap

p
eased

. N
o

t 
quite. 

D
oubt has heard of the rifle, 

th
e sh

ells, 
the 

fingerprints, 
th

e h
an

d
w

ritin
g

, th
e b

lu
n

ted
 

b
u

llets, th
e p

eo
p

le w
h

o
 said

 
they saw

. B
ut doubt is not as-

sured. N
ot quite. 

W
hy is this so? 

B
ecau

se d
o

u
b

t w
as d

en
ied

 
th

e certain
ty

 o
f a trial. B

e-,  
cau

se n
o

t all is k
n

o
w

n
. B

e-
cause not all is answ

ered and 
m

ay
 n

ev
er b

e. A
n
d
 b

ecau
se 

there have been other seekers 
th

an
 th

e co
m

m
issio

n
. T

h
ey

 
h
av

e seen
 w

h
at-th

e co
m

rn
is-

sio
n
 d

id
 n

o
t se

e
: d

iffe
re

n
t 

sh
o

ts fro
m

 d
ifferen

t p
laces; 

p
lo

ts w
h
ere th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 

saw
 n

o
n
e; d

esig
n
 w

h
ere th

e 
c
o

m
m

issio
n

 sa
w

 c
h

a
n

c
 e

; 
doubt w

here the com
m

ission 
saw

 fact. 
A

re th
ese seek

ers, scav
en

-
g
ers, as T

ex
as G

o
v
. Jo

h
n
 B

. 
C

onnally has called them
? O

r 
are th

ey
 im

p
assio

n
ed

 sk
ep

-
tic

s, re
fu

sin
g
 to

 ta
k
e
 'it is 

m
o

st lik
ely

" fo
r an

 an
sw

er? 
A

re th
ey

 creato
rs o

f d
o

u
b

t? 
O

r are they creatures of it? It 
is not alw

ays clear. 
B

u
t if th

e W
arren

 rep
o

rt is 
now

 doubted by m
any, it is be- 

cause of the books w
ritten by 

th
ese few

 seek
ers. If th

eir 
num

ber is sm
all, their im

pact 
is not. T

he very existence of a 
printed page has an aura of 

authenticity above and beyond 
w

hat it states. A
s the critics' 

h
o
o
k
s are in

creasin
g
ly

 read
, 

th
e
y

 a
re

 in
c
re

a
sin

g
ly

 b
e
-

lieved. It is far easier to read 

o
i,e b

o
o

k
 fro

m
 a sh

elf b
y

 a 
sin

g
le critic th

an
 a w

h
o

le 
shelf of books by a com

m
is-

sion. S
o doubt takes root. T

he 
shelf lies fallow

. 
O

ne could protest the w
hole 

a
rg

u
m

e
n

t is
 m

a
c
a
b

re
-

ghoulish. John F. K
ennedy is 

g
o
n
e, T

alk
 w

o
n
't b

rin
g
 h

im
 

h
o
m

e. B
u
t th

is w
as a P

resi-
dent. T

he people he led have a 
rig

h
t —

 n
ay

, an
 o

b
lig

atio
n
 -

to
 k

n
o
w

 w
h
a
t stru

c
k
 h

im
 

d
o

w
n

, an
d

 w
h

y
. It w

as n
o

t 
ju

st a d
eath

 in
 th

e h
earts o

f 
th

e n
atio

n
. It w

as m
u
rd

er at 
the heart of the national struc-
b
re. A

ssassin
atio

n
 u

n
so

lv
ed

 
is assassination at large, pos-
sibly free to strike again, cer-
tainly free to poison and cor-
ro

d
e b

y
 su

sp
icio

n
, m

istru
st, 

S
o

 it is n
o

t m
ere cu

rio
sity

, 
i

t ju
st to

 ad
d
 a fo

o
tn

o
te to

 
history, to ask w

ho killed K
en-

n
ed

y
. T

o
 p

reserv
e th

e ab
so

- 

lutely vital trust of the people 
in

 th
eir lead

ers an
d

 in
stitu

-
tio

n
s, th

e q
u

estio
n

 m
u

st b
e 

answ
ered. A

nd stay answ
ered. 

T
he quest m

ay be long. It is 
still ask

ed
: W

h
o
 k

illed
 L

in
-

coln? John W
ilkes B

ooth is not 
the answ

er to all seekers. N
or 

is L
ee H

arv
ey

 O
sw

ald
. L

in
-

co
ln

, h
o
w

ev
er, is fo

r th
e ar-

chivist. T
he w

ound from
 D

al-
las is still red

. It is ten
d

er to
 

q
u
estio

n
s o

f w
h
o
, o

r w
h
y
. It 

m
ay ever be. 

O
r, perhaps, the w

ound m
ay 

h
av

e b
een

 salv
ed

 all alo
n

g
. 

P
erhaps the first investigation 

need be the last. 
O

r, p
erh

ap
s, th

e p
ain

 o
f 

d
o

u
b

t m
ay

 th
ro

b
 th

e less if 
one w

ere to ask the doubters 
of their proof, ask of the ask-
ers: W

h
at h

av
e y

o
u

 fo
u

n
d

, 
w

hat new
s can you bring us? 

T
h

e C
ritics, th

e C
o

m
m

is-
sion: S

ee P
age 10. 

E
ver since th

e
 W

a
rre

n
 C

o
m

m
issio

n
 issu

ed
 its re-

port o
n

 th
e assassin

atio
n

 o
f P

resid
en

t K
en

n
ed

y a
 vio

-
lent debate has rag

ed
 o

ver its fin
d

in
g

s. C
ritics o

f th
e
 

rep
o
rt have been m

an
y

 and vocal. T
heir charges have 

b
ro

u
g

h
t u

n
ea

sin
ess o

ver a
 su

b
ject th

a
t 

o
n

ce 
w

as 
thought closed. 

F
o

r th
e la

st six m
o

n
th

s A
P

 N
ew

sfea
tu

res w
riters 

B
ernard G

am
er and Sid M

oody analyzed the rep
o
rt an

d
 

its 28 su
p
p
o

rtin
g

 volum
es, interview

ing the com
m

ission 
sta

ff, read
in

g
 

staff 
p

a
p

e
rs in

 th
e
 N

a
tio

n
a
l 

A
rchives. 

T
h
eir co

n
clu

sio
n
s a

re p
resen

ted
 in

 a
 five-p

a
rt series 

en
titled

 "T
h

e L
in

g
erin

g
 S

h
a

d
o

w
; T

h
e W

a
rren

 R
ep

o
rt 

and Its C
ritics." 

"T
he L

ingering S
h
ad

o
w

" h
elp

s sep
arate fact fro

m
 

fable. 
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A

rro
w

 in
d
ic

a
te

s six
th

 flo
o
r w

in
d
o
w

 fro
m

 w
h
ic

h
 a

ssa
ssin

 a
p
p
a
re

n
tly

 fire
d
—

(A
P

) 

M
A

R
K

 L
A

N
E

 

H
u

rried
 iu

cla
m

en
t 

C
ritics o

f W
a
rren

 
R

ep
o

rt C
riticized

 
B

y B
E

R
N

A
R

D
 G

A
V

Z
E

R
 A

N
D

 S
ID

 M
O

O
D

Y
 

urp 
A

P
 N

e
w

sfe
a

tu
r
e
 W

r
ite

r
s 

7r,  
;1. 	

T
h

e critics o
f th

e W
arren

 C
o

m
m

issio
n

 R
e- 

' 
p

o
rt h

a
v

e
 m

a
d

e
 g

ra
v

e
 c

h
a
rg

e
s. T

h
e
y
 h

a
v

e
 

m
ade uncertainty. T

hey have m
ade m

oney. 
H

ave they m
ade a case? 

H
av

e th
ey

 p
ro

v
ed

 th
at th

e m
o
st ex

ten
siv

e 
m

u
rd

er in
v

estig
atio

n
 in

 th
e n

atio
n

's h
isto

ry
, 

d
irected

 b
y

 so
m

e o
f its fo

rem
o

st citizen
s, w

as 
w

ro
n

g
, d

ead
 w

ro
n

g
? W

as th
e co

m
m

issio
n

 
g
u
ilty

 o
f h

aste, o
f b

ias, o
f a co

v
eru

p
? W

as L
ee 

H
arvey O

sw
ald innocent of m

urder? D
o events 

su
ch

 as th
o

se recen
tly

 in
 N

ew
 O

rlean
s in

d
icate 

justice has not been done? 
P

o
lls su

g
g

est in
creasin

g
 n

u
m

b
ers o

f p
eo

p
le 

think so 
B

o
o

k
 after carefu

lly
 fo

o
tn

o
ted

 b
o

o
k

 say
 so

. 
T

he W
arren R

eport w
as once on the best-seller 

lists. N
o

w
 M

ark
 L

an
e's "R

u
sh

 to
 Ju

d
g

m
en

t" 
is. 

W
h

ere Is T
ru

th
?
 

W
h

ich
 h

as sp
o

k
en

 tru
th

? T
h

e critics say
 

th
e
y
 h

a
v
e
. A

n
d
 th

e
 c

o
m

m
issio

n
 h

a
s sto

o
d
 

m
u

te. 
M

irk
 L

an
e h

as said
: "A

s lo
n
g
 as w

e rely
 

fo
r in

fo
rm

atio
n

 u
p

o
n

 m
en

 b
lin

d
ed

 b
y

 th
e fear 

o
f w

h
at th

ey
 m

ig
h
t see, th

e p
reced

en
t o

f th
e 

W
arren

 C
o

m
m

issio
n

 R
ep

o
rt w

ill co
n

tin
u

e to.  
im

p
eril th

e life o
f th

e law
 an

d
 d

ish
o

n
o

r th
o

se 
w

h
o
 w

ro
te it little m

o
re th

an
 th

o
se w

h
o
 p

raise 
it." A

nd the com
m

ission has stood m
ute.. 

L
eo

 S
au

v
ag

e, in
 "T

h
e O

sw
ald

 A
ffair," h

as 
said

: "It is lo
g

ically
 u

n
ten

ab
le, leg

ally
 in

d
efen

-
sib

le an
d

 m
o

rally
 in

ad
m

issab
le to

 d
eclare L

ee 
H

arv
ey

 O
sw

ald
 th

e assassin
 o

f P
resid

en
t K

en
-

nedy.4  
A

nd the com
m

ission has stood m
ute. 

E
d

w
a
rd

 Ja
y

 E
p

ste
in

, in
 "In

q
u

e
st," h

a
s 

said
: "T

h
e co

n
clu

sio
n

s o
f th

e W
arren

 rep
o

rt 
m

u
st b

e v
iew

ed
 as ex

p
ressio

n
s o

f p
o
litical 

tru
th

." 
A

nd the com
m

ission has stood m
ute. 

It considered its first w
ords, published in 27 

volum
es in the fall of 1964, to be its last. It has  

h
e h

ad
 b

een
 sh

o
t in

 th
e b

ack
 o

f th
e n

eck
 an

d
 

th
e b

ack
 o

f th
e h

ead
. A

n
 F

B
I rep

o
rt su

b
m

itted
 

D
ec. 9, 1963, contradicted the doctors in several 

im
p

o
rtan

t areas. E
p
stein

 m
ak

es m
u
ch

 o
f th

e 
difference. 

In
q
u
iry

 b
y
 th

e w
riters, h

o
w

ev
er, h

as es-
tablished that the F

'131 w
rote its original report 

b
e
fo

re
 g

e
ttin

g
 th

a
t o

f th
e
 d

o
c
to

rs, w
h
ic

h
 

reach
ed

 th
e ag

en
cy

 D
ec. 2

3
. 1

9
6
3
. T

h
e F

B
I 

n
o

n
eth

eless stu
ck

 to
 its o

rig
in

al v
ersio

n
 in

 a 
su

p
p
lem

en
tal rep

o
rt Jan

. 1
3
, 1

9
6
4
. T

h
e ag

en
cy

 
fe

lt d
u

ty
 b

o
u

n
d

 n
o

t to
 a

lte
r a

 re
p

o
rt b

y
 its 

ag
en

ts —
 its cu

sto
m

ary
 p

o
licy

 —
 ev

en
 th

o
u

g
h

 
other reports m

ight contain other facts. 

It w
as th

e co
m

m
issio

n
's task

 to
 ch

o
o

se b
e-

tw
een

 th
e F

B
I ag

en
ts —

 lay
m

en
 w

h
o
 rep

o
rted

 
w

h
at th

ey
 h

ad
 o

v
erh

eard
 th

e au
to

p
sy

 d
o
cto

rs 
say

 —
 an

d
 th

e d
o

cto
rs th

em
selv

es w
h

o
 w

ere 
m

ak
in

g
 th

e o
n
e au

th
o
rized

 ex
am

in
atio

n
 an

d
 

full report. It chose the doctors. 

S
houldn't a critical appraisal of the com

m
is-

sio
n

 h
av

e m
ad

e su
ch

 an
 in

q
u

iry
? If E

p
stein

 
d
id

, it is
 n

o
t re

-
corded. 

S
u

ch
 lap

ses o
f th

e 
critics d

o
 n

o
t p

ro
v

e 
o
r d

isp
ro

v
e th

at O
s-

w
ald

 m
u
rd

ered
. B

u
t 

d
o
 th

ese lap
ses, an

d
 

m
a
n

y
 o

th
e
rs to

 b
e
 

c
ite

d
 la

te
r, h

a
 v

 e
 

so
m

e b
earin

g
 o

n
 th

e 
o
b
jectiv

ity
 th

e crit-
ic

s c
la

im
 fo

r th
e
m

-
selv

es an
d
 d

en
y
 th

e 
com

m
ission? 

D
id

 th
e critics, n

o
t 

th
e
c
o
m

m
is

s
io

n
, 

"c
ite

 e
v
id

e
n
c
e
 o

u
t 

of context, ignore and 
reshape evidence? 

T
hey did. 

'T
h

e
y

 h
a
v

e
 sa

t in
 

ju
d
g
m

e
n
t o

n
 t h

 e 
W

arren
 C

o
m

m
issio

n
 

a
n

d
 fo

u
n

d
 it w

a
n

t-
in

g
. B

u
t th

e
y
 a

re
  

co
m

m
issio

n
 d

ecid
ed

- h
e co

u
ld

n
't d

riv
e, th

e 
w

o
m

an
 in

 D
allas w

h
o

 said
 O

sw
ald

 h
ad

 b
een

 
in

tro
d

u
ced

 to
 h

er as an
 an

ti-C
astro

ite w
h

o
 

th
o

u
g

h
t K

en
n

ed
y

 sh
o

u
ld

 b
e sh

o
t, th

e p
eo

p
le 

w
h

o
 th

o
u

g
h

t th
ey

 saw
 O

sw
ald

 in
 Jack

 R
u

b
y

's 
night club. 

"W
e w

ere b
en

eficiaries o
f frau

d
," said

 o
n
e 

o
f th

e sen
io

r atto
raey

s w
ith

o
u
t m

en
tio

n
in

g
 an

y
 

sp
ecific ex

am
p

les. T
h

e th
in

g
 th

at sh
o

ck
ed

 
w

as p
eo

p
le w

h
o

 w
an

ted
 to

 g
et in

v
o

lv
ed

 in
 th

is 
g
reat ev

en
t. I d

o
 'ap

p
reciate th

is can
 h

ap
p

en
, 

b
u
t I th

o
u
g
h
t p

eo
p
le w

o
u
ld

 h
av

e to
o
 m

u
ch

 re-
g

ard
 fo

r th
e n

atu
re o

f w
h

at w
e w

ere try
in

g
 to

 
d

o
." 

T
hey talked of w

h$' the com
m

ission had not 
defended itself. 

	

"If w
e
 w

e
re

 to
, 	

er th
e L

an
es an

d
 th

e 
S

au
v
ag

es, w
h
o
 w

o
o
l b

eliev
e u

s? W
e h

ad
 all 

k
in

d
s o

f su
g

g
estio

n
i: 'O

n
e w

as th
at C

h
ief Ju

s-
tice E

arl W
arren, Ilitbsell, com

e out in defense 
of the report. 

"I d
o

n
't th

in
k

 ita
t m

e
a
n

s a
n

y
th

in
g

. If I 
w

ere in
 th

e p
ress, w

o
u

ld
n

't tak
e th

is. Y
o

u
'd

 
be fools if you did. B

ut the press has an obliga-
tio

n
 to

 ex
am

in
e each

 b
o

o
k

 as it co
m

es o
u

t an
d

 
p
re

se
n
t it to

 th
e
 p

u
b
lic

 a
s a

 se
a
rc

h
in

g
 fo

r 
truth. A

nd I think this m
ight. go on for 50 or 100 

y
ears. A

s lo
n
g
 as p

eo
p
le can

 m
ak

e a q
u
arter o

r 

these 
e se 
half-m

illion 
  o

 
hoo

ks. 
 d

o
lla

rt, w
e
're

 g
o

in
g

 to
 h

a
v

e
 

"T
h

e m
ass m

ed
ia d

ev
o

te tim
e to

 th
e L

an
es 

an
d
 th

e E
p
stein

s b
ecau

se it sells. C
o
m

in
g
 u

p
 

w
ith

 th
e estab

lish
n

ielat v
iew

p
o

in
t d

o
esn

't h
av

e 
m

u
ch

 m
ileag

e." 	
' 

L
o
o
k

ed
 fo

r E
v
ery

th
in

g
 

O
n

e staff m
em

b
er talk

ed
 o

f th
e ch

arg
e th

at 
th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 en

tered
 th

e in
v

estig
atio

n
 w

ith
 

a p
reco

n
ceiv

ed
 b

elief o
f O

sw
ald

's g
u

ilt. ''N
o

n
-

sen
se. W

e lo
o

k
ed

 fiir th
e in

cred
ib

le as w
ell as 

th
e cred

ib
le. A

 lo
t o

f u
s w

ere y
o
u
n
g
 law

y
ers. 

W
h
at g

reater feath
er co

u
ld

 it b
e in

 o
u

r cap
s to

 
prove the F

B
I w

as w
rong?" 

A
 sen

io
r co

u
n

sel d
iscu

ssed
 th

e w
isd

o
m

 o
f 

u
sin

g
 an

 ad
v

ersary
 sy

stem
 in

 th
e in

v
estig

atio
n

, 
w

ith
 a u

ro
secu

tio
n
 aeain

st an
d
 a d

efen
se fo

r  

m
en

t" w
rites: "B

o
o

n
e, u

n
lik

e W
eitzm

an
, w

as 

fo
u

n
d

." 

B
o

n
n

e M
an

n
lich

er-C
arcan

o
 w

h
ich

 h
e w

as 
unable to identify as the w

eapon W
eitzm

an had 
d

.,  
 

R
onne said no such thing. H

e w
as show

n the 
rifle an

d
 testified

: "It lo
o

k
s lik

e th
e sam

e rifle. 
I h

av
e n

o
 w

ay
 o

f b
ein

g
 p

o
sitiv

e." 

A
n

d
 w

h
y

 w
asn

't h
e p

o
sitiv

e? B
ecau

se h
e 

said he never handled the rifle. 

B
all talked of E

pstein. 
"H

e said
 I said

 N
o
rm

an
 R

ed
lich

, o
n
e o

f th
e 

staff,' u
sed

 'a tu
rg

id
 law

 rev
iew

 sty
le.' I w

ro
te 

E
p
stein

's p
u
b
lish

er an
d
 said

 I n
ev

er u
sed

 th
e 

w
o
rd

 'tu
rg

id
' in

 m
y
 life

. I h
a
d
 to

 g
o
 to

 th
e
 

dictionary and look it up. 
"H

is statem
en

t th
at th

e law
y
ers w

o
rk

ed
 as 

n
a

rt-I irrie
 e

n
n

.a
ilta

n
k
 is

 a
 lie

 I m
a
rls m

u
 ra

g
'.  

au
to

p
sy

 co
n
flict. S

o
m

e w
ere in

ev
itab

le: no one 
w

ill ev
er b

e ab
le to

 say
 w

ith
 ab

so
lu

te certain
ty

 
w

h
ich

 b
u
llet p

ro
d
u
ced

 th
e frag

m
en

ts th
at w

ere 
fo

u
n
d
 in

 K
en

n
ed

y
's car. 

B
u
t to

 read
 th

e rep
o
rt, all o

f it, is to
 ap

-
p

reciate th
e d

ep
th

 o
f th

e in
v

estig
atio

n
- P

erh
ap

s, 
th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 sh

o
u

ld
 h

av
e h

ad
 its o

w
n

 in
v

es -
tig

ato
ry

 staff, reg
ard

less o
f th

e h
u

g
e ex

p
en

se: .  
S

o
m

e
 c

ritic
s su

g
g
e
st th

a
t th

e
y
 w

e
re

' n
o
t 

tru
stw

o
rth

y
: eith

er su
b

co
n

scio
u

sly
 th

ey
 so

u
g

h
t 

to
 d

efen
d

 th
eir p

ro
fessio

n
alism

 b
y

 ch
aritab

ly ►  
treatin

g
 ev

id
en

ce an
d

 w
itn

esses o
r, far w

o
rse; 

th
ey

 w
ere in

v
o

lv
ed

 in
 a su

p
erp

lo
t.  If  th

e latter ,  
w

ere th
e case, it w

o
u

ld
 m

ean
, b

ecau
se o

f th
e: 

in
tricacy

 an
d

 ran
g

e o
f th

e in
v

estig
atio

n
, a co

n
-, 

sp
iracy

 o
f alm

o
st u

n
iv

ersal d
im

en
sio

n
s. A

s y
e
t; 

there is no such evidence. 
T

ha 
ran

n
r-1

 w
v
lo

sm
o
e h

sw
in

calv
p
Q

 s,,ro
. an

 irrts
 



T
E

X
A

S
 B

O
O

K
 D

E
P

O
S

IT
O

R
Y

 B
U

IL
D

IN
G

 IN
 D

E
A

L
E

Y
 S

Q
U

A
R

E
 IN

 D
A

L
L

A
S

 
A

rro
w

 in
d
icates six

th
 flo

o
r w

in
d
o
w

 fro
m

 w
h
ich

 assassin
 ap

p
aren

tly
 fired

—
(A

P
) 

W
h

ere 
Is T

ru
th

?
 

W
h
ich

 h
as sp

o
k
en

 tru
th

? T
h
e critics say

 
th

ey
 h

av
e. A

n
d

 th
e co

m
m

issio
n

 h
as sto

o
d

 
m

ute. 
M

ark
 L

an
e h

as said
: "A

s lo
n

g
 as w

e rely
 

for inform
ation upon m

en blinded by the fear 
of w

hat they m
ight see, th

e p
reced

en
t o

f th
e 

W
arren C

om
m

ission R
eport w

ill continue to, 
im

peril the life of the law
 and dishonor those 

w
ho w

rote it little m
ore than those w

ho praise 
it." A

nd the com
m

ission has stood m
ute., 

L
eo S

auvage. in "T
he O

sw
ald A

ffair," has 
said: "It is logically untenable, legally indefen-
sible and m

orally inadm
issable to declare L

ee 
H

arvey O
sw

ald the assassin of P
resident K

en-
nedy." 

A
nd the com

m
ission has stood m

ute. 
E

d
w

ard
 Jay

 E
p
stein

, in
 "In

q
u
est," h

as 
said

: "T
h

e co
n

clu
sio

n
s o

f th
e W

arren
 rep

o
rt 

m
u
st b

e v
iew

ed
 as ex

p
ressio

n
s o

f p
o
litical 

truth." 
A

nd the com
m

ission has stood m
ute. 

It considered its first w
ords, published in 27 

volum
es in the fall of 1964, to be its last. It has 

disbanded. 
M

ark L
ane w

rote that, the com
m

ission "cit-
ed

 ev
id

en
ce o

u
t o

f co
n
tex

t, ig
n
o
red

 an
d
 re-

shaped evidence and —
 w

hich is w
orse —

 over-
sim

plified evidence." 
B

u
t L

an
e an

d
 th

e o
th

er critics h
av

e p
ro

-
duced little in the w

ay of new
 evidence. W

hat 
th

ey
 h

av
e d

o
n
e is u

se w
h
at th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 

p
ro

v
id

es in
 its 2

6
 v

o
lu

m
es o

f testim
o

n
y

 an
d

 
exhibits —

 but to different conclusions. T
he 

critics' case rents on 
the sam

e bedrock as 
th

e co
m

m
issio

n
's -

the W
arren R

eport. 
H

ow
 have the crit-

ics used, o
r ab

u
sed

, 
it? O

n page 199 of the 
hardcover edition of 
"R

u
sh

 to
 Ju

d
g
m

en
t" 

L
a
n
e
 m

e
n
tio

n
s a

n
 

M
ipois ballistics ex- 

M
A

R
K

 L
A

N
E

 
H

urried judgm
ent 

W
here fact has served, 

W
h

ere it h
as n

o
t, th

ey
 

?1- 	
T

he critics of the W
arren C

om
m

ission R
e- 

j: p
o
rt h

av
e m

ad
e g

rav
e ch

arg
es. T

h
ey

 h
av

e 
m

ade uncertainty. T
hey have m

ade m
oney. 

H
ave they m

ade a case? 
H

av
e th

ey
 p

ro
v
ed

 th
at th

e m
o
st ex

ten
siv

e 
m

u
rd

er in
v
estig

atio
n
 in

 th
e n

atio
n
's h

isto
ry

, 
directed by som

e of its forem
ost citizens, w

as 
w

ro
n
g
, d

ead
 w

ro
n
g
? W

as th
e co

m
m

issio
n
 

guilty of haste, of bias, of a coverup? W
as L

ee 
H

arvey O
sw

ald innocent of m
urder? D

o events 
such as those recently in N

ew
 O

rleans indicate 
justice has not been done? 

P
olls suggest increasing num

bers of people 
think so. 

B
ook after carefully footnoted book say so. 

T
he W

arren R
eport w

as once on the best-seller 
lists. N

o
w

 M
ark

 L
an

e's "R
u
sh

 to
 Ju

d
g
m

en
t" 

is.  

im
p
o
rtan

t areas. E
p
stein

 m
ak

es m
u
sh

 o
f th

e 
difference. 

In
q
u
iry

 b
y
 th

e w
riters, h

o
w

ev
er, h

as es-
tablished that the F

B
I w

rote its original report 
b
efo

re g
ettin

g
 th

at o
f th

e d
o
cto

rs, w
h
ich

 
reach

ed
 th

e ag
en

cy
 D

ec. 2
3
, 1

9
6
3
. T

h
e F

B
I 

nonetheless stuck to its original version in a 
• supplem

ental report Jan. 13, 1964, T
he agency 

felt d
u

ty
 b

o
u

n
d

 n
o

t to
 alter a rep

o
rt b

y
 its 

agents —
 its custom

ary policy —
 even though 

other reports m
ight contain other facts. 

It w
as the com

m
ission's task to choose be-

tw
een the F

B
I agents —

 laym
en w

ho reported 
w

hat they had overheard the autopsy doctors 
say —

 and the doctors them
selves w

ho w
ere 

m
ak

in
g
 th

e o
n
e au

th
o
rized

 ex
am

in
atio

n
 an

d
 

full report. It chose the doctors. 
S

houldn't a critical appraisal of the com
m

is-
sio

n
 h

av
e m

ad
e su

ch
 an

 in
q

u
iry

? If E
p

stein
 

d
id

, it is
 n

o
t re

-
corded. 

S
u
ch

 lap
ses o

f th
e 

critics d
o
 n

o
t p

ro
v
e 

o
r d

isp
ro

v
e th

at O
s-

w
ald m

urdered. B
ut 

d
o
 th

ese lap
ses, an

d
 

m
an

y
 o

th
ers to

 b
e 

c
ite

d
 la

te
r, h

a
v
e
 

som
e bearing on the 

o
b
jectiv

ity
 th

e crit-
ics claim

 fo
r th

em
-

selv
es an

d
 d

en
y
 th

e 
com

m
ission? 

D
id the critics, not 

th
e
c
o
m

m
issio

n
, 

"cite ev
id

en
ce o

u
t 

of context, ignore and 
reshape evidence? 

T
hey did. 

T
h
ey

 h
av

e sat in
 

ju
d
g
m

e
n
t o

n
 t h

 e
 

W
arren C

om
m

ission 
an

d
 fo

u
n
d
 it w

an
t-

in
g
. B

u
t th

e
y
 a

re
 

n
o
t ju

d
g
e
s. T

h
e
y
 

h
av

e b
een

 p
ro

secu
-

to
rs, m

ak
in

g
 a case. 

th
ey

 h
av

e u
sed

 it. 
have not. 

If th
ey

 h
av

e read
 all th

e ev
id

en
ce, th

ey
 

h
av

e n
o
t q

u
o
ted

 it all. T
h
ey

 h
aiee tak

en
 ev

i-
dence to form

 theories, to launch speculation. 
B

ut they have not taken all the evidence. 
T

h
ey

 h
av

e said
 "p

erh
ap

s" an
d
 "it seem

s" 
an

d
 "it is lik

ely
." B

u
t th

ey
 m

u
st say

 m
o
re. 

T
h
ey

 m
u
st say

 h
erd

 is th
e ev

id
en

ce. A
n
d
 as 

yet, such evidence has not been forthcom
ing. 

T
h
e iro

n
y
 o

f th
e W

arren
 rep

o
rt is th

at it is 
based on the sam

e evidence as the books that 
attack it. T

he com
m

ission provided in the 26 
volum

es of testim
ony and exhibits and addition-

al m
atter in

 th
e N

ational A
rchives the results 

of its investigation: &
id this is the heart of the 

critics' case. T
heir W

itnesses w
ere the com

m
is-

sion's. T
heir evidence w

as the com
m

ission's. 
B

ut. again. not all of it. 

In
 L

A
 V

1
1

4
.1

1
..“

.1
. 4

.1
.1

 n
tllj a

s 
a

u
 c

ia
n

a
n

-2
a

u
 v

t~
e
 

w
ith 

th
o

u
g

h
t K

en
n

ed
y

 M
o

u
ld

 b
e sh

o
t, th

e p
eo

p
le 

w
ho thought they saw

 O
sw

ald in Jack R
uby's 

night club. 
"W

e w
ere beneficiaries of fraud," said one 

of the senior attorneys w
ithout m

entioning any 
sp

ecific ex
am

p
les. "T

h
e th

in
g
 th

at sh
o
ck

ed
 

w
as people w

ho w
anted to get involved in this 

g
reat ev

en
t. I d

o
 ap

p
reciate th

is can
 h

ap
p
en

, 
but I thought people w

ould have too m
uch re-

gard for the nature of w
hat w

e w
ere trying to 

do." T
hey talked of w

hIr the com
m

ission had not 
defended itself. 

"If w
e w

ere to
 an

sw
er th

e L
an

es an
d

 th
e 

S
auvages, w

ho w
ould believe us? W

e had all 
kinds of suggestions. O

ne w
as that C

hief Jus-
tice E

arl W
arren, him

self, com
e out in defense 

of the report. 

"I d
o
n
't th

in
k
 th

at m
ean

s an
y
th

in
g
. If 

w
ere in the press, 1 w

ouldn't take this. Y
ou'd 

be fools if you did. B
ut the press has an obliga-

tion to exam
ine each book as it com

es out and 
p

resen
t it to

 th
e p

u
b
lic as a search

in
g
 fo

r 
truth. A

nd I think this m
ight go on for 50 or 100 

years. A
s long as people can m

ake a quarter or 
a half-m

illion, dolif irs, w
e're g

o
in

g
 to

 h
av

e 
these books. 

"T
he m

ass m
edia devote tim

e to the L
anes 

and the E
psteins because it sells. C

om
ing up 

w
ith the establishm

ent view
point doesn't have 

m
uch m

ileage." 

L
o
o
k

ed
 fo

r E
v
ery

th
in

g
 

O
ne staff m

em
ber talked of the charge that 

the com
m

ission entered the investigation w
ith 

a preconceived belief of O
sw

ald's guilt. "N
on-

sense. W
e looked Air the incredible as w

ell as 
the credible. A

 lot of us w
ere young law

yers. 
W

hat greater feather could it be in our caps to 
prove the F

B
I w

as w
rong?" 

A
 senior counsel discussed the w

isdom
 of 

using an adversary system
 in the investigation, 

w
ith

 a p
ro

secu
tio

n
 ag

ain
st an

d
 a d

efen
se fo

r 
O

sw
ald

. "It w
o

u
ld

 h
av

e b
een

 m
o
st u

n
eq

u
al; 

th
e g

o
v

ern
m

en
t all o

n
 o

n
e sid

e. T
h

e rep
o

rt 
w

ould have sounded like a brief for the prose-
cution. 

"T
he staff w

as instructed to proceed in each 
instance on the possibility that O

sw
ald w

as not 
involved. If they didn't w

ant to proceed on that 
basis, the com

m
ission didn't w

ant them
 to con-

tinue." 
O

ne law
yer, W

esley J. L
iebeler, talked of 

O
sw

ald
 as a m

ark
sm

an
. "I to

o
k
 th

e p
o
sitio

n
 

th
at y

o
u
 co

u
ld

n
't till. T

h
e ev

id
en

ce th
at O

s-
w

ald w
as able to shoot the P

resident w
as that 

he did. H
e w

as lucky. O
sw

ald had som
ething in 

his sights that he knew
 he w

as never going to 
have again. I suspect, he w

as up for it." 
L

ieb
eler talk

ed
 o

f e "g
rassy

 k
n
o
ll" w

h
ere 

t
 

L
ane and others tlltnk hots cam

e from
, in part 

because - p
eo

p
le ran

 
s
 

in
 th

at d
irectio

n
 af- 	

_ 
ter the gunfire. 	

4
4
1
1
1
1
1
.1

1
1
1
1
b
, .  

m
ent" w

rites: "B
oone. unlike W

eitzm
an, w

as 
show

n the M
annlicher-C

arcano w
hich he w

as 
unable to identify as the w

eapon W
eitzm

an had 
found." 

B
oone said no such thing. H

e w
as show

n the 
rifle and testified: "It looks like the sam

e rifle. 
I have no w

ay of being positive." 
A

n
d
 w

h
y
 w

asn
't h

e p
o
sitiv

e? B
ecau

se h
e 

said he never handled the rifle. 
B

all talked of E
pstein. 

"lie said I said N
orm

an R
edlich, one of the 

staff, used 'a turgid law
 review

 style.' I w
rote 

E
p
stein

's p
u
b
lish

er an
d
 said

 I n
ev

er u
sed

 th
e 

w
o

rd
 'tu

rg
id

' in
 m

y
 life, I h

ad
 to

 g
o

 to
 th

e 
dictionary and look it up. 

"H
is statem

ent that the law
yers w

orked as 
part-tim

e consultants is a lie. I m
ade m

y resi-
dence in W

ashington, D
.C

., perm
anently from

 
January to July 1964. I w

as allow
ed to com

e to 
m

y hom
e in L

ong B
each, C

alif.. once a m
onth, 

an
d
 I d

id
. E

p
stein

 q
u
o
tes m

e 3
9
 tim

es an
d
 I 

d
id

n
't talk

 to
 th

at m
an

 fo
r o

v
er h

alf an
 h

o
u
r 

and that w
as in a N

ew
 Y

ork hotel lobby." 

M
issta

tem
en

ts 

N
ine of the 10 staff m

em
bers quoted by E

p-
stein that these w

riters interview
ed charge him

 
w

ith m
isstatem

ents. S
everal of them

 w
rote let-

ters o
f p

ro
test to

 h
is p

ro
fesso

r fo
r w

h
o
m

 h
e 

w
ro

te w
h
at b

ecam
e "In

q
u
est" as a m

aster's 
th

esis. T
h
e p

ro
fesso

r rep
lied

 to
 o

n
e th

at "ex
-

perience has show
n that all too often w

hen a 
person is show

n his ow
n w

ords on paper he is 
in

clin
ed

 to
 state th

at h
e d

id
 n

o
t m

ak
e th

o
se 

rem
arks." 

L
iebeler talked of finger and palm

 prints. 
O

sw
ald's palm

 print found on the rifle had  

autopsy conflict. S
om

e w
ere inevitable: no one 

w
ill ever be able to say w

ith absolute certainty 
w

hich bullet produced the fragm
ents that w

ere 
found in K

ennedy's car. 
 

B
u
t to

 read
 th

e rep
o
rt, all o

f it, is to
 ap-

preciate the depth of the investigation. P
erhaps 

the com
m

ission should have had  its ow
n invest 

tig
ato

ry
 staff, reg

ard
less o

f th
e h

u
g
e ex

p
en

se. 
S

o
m

e critics su
g
g
est th

at th
ey

 w
ere n

et 
trustw

orthy: either subconsciously they sought 
to

 d
efen

d
 th

eir p
ro

fessio
n

alism
 b

y
 ch

aritab
ly

 
treatin

g
 ev

id
en

ce an
d
 w

itn
esses o

r, far w
o
rse, 

they w
ere involved in a superplot. If the lattiii 

sin
p
t c

ccyayofaanidmroasnt 
w

ere th
e case, it. w

o
u
ld

 m
ean

, b
ecau

se o
f th

e 

there is no such evidence. 

ra
n
g
e
fth

 e investigation, 
aio ti n osn . A

s eyoetn 

T
h

e rep
o

rt v
o

lu
m

es th
em

selv
es are an

 irris 
testing thing. T

he first 15 are testim
ony, m

ost of, 
it tak

en
 b

y
 th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 staff. T

h
e rem

ain
s .- 

M
g
 1

1
, w

h
ich

 lam
en

tab
ly

 h
av

e n
o
 cen

tral in
s 

d
ex

, are as tid
ily

 p
ack

ed
 as a b

eatn
ik

's d
u
ffle 

b
ag

. T
h
ere is little o

r n
o
 o

rd
er. A

 search
 fo

r a 
specific statem

ent or affidavit can take house. 

R
a
n

g
e
 o

f C
h

a
r
a
c
te

r
 

Y
et the volum

es, particularly the testim
ony, 

h
av

e a certain
 fascin

atio
n
. T

h
e ran

g
e o

f ch
ar-

acters is T
o
lsto

y
an

. T
h
ere is the 

P
resident 0.f. 

the U
nited S

tates, the secretary a
 state. A

n
d
 a 

prostitute. T
here is a dashing, R

ussian-born 
m

an
 w

h
o
 k

n
ew

 b
o
th

 O
sw

ald
 an

d
 Jacq

u
elin

; 
K

ennedy and w
hose am

atory troubles w
ith b: 

L
atin

 b
eau

ty
 are tru

ly
 co

m
ic. A

n
d
 th

ere is a! 
labO

rer w
ho told the august m

ernbefs 9f tlfg, 
com

m
ission in 

b
lu

n
t term

s w
h

at h
e h

ead
 

w
h
en

 h
e h

eard
 a rifle g

o
 o

ff ab
o
v
e h

is n
eed

 
the depository building. 



L
E

O
 SA

U
V

A
G

E
 

A
 critic 

ED
W

A
R

D
 E

P
S

T
E

IN
 

N
e
v
e
r
 a

n
y
 tr

ia
l 

ics u
sed

, o
r ab

u
sed

, 
it? O

n page 199 of the 
h
ard

co
v
er ed

itio
n
 o

f 
"R

u
sh

 to
 Ju

d
g
m

en
t" 

L
a
n
e
 m

e
n
tio

n
s a

n
 

Illin
o

is b
allistics ex

-
p
ert, Jo

sep
h
 D

. N
ic-

ol. N
icol testified be-

fo
re th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 

o
n
 O

sw
ald

's p
isto

l, 
th

e sh
ells fo

u
n
d
 at 

th
e
 s

c
e
n
e
 o

f th
e
 

sla
y

in
g

 o
f o

f fic
e
r 

J. D
. T

ippitt and bul-
lets reco

v
ered

 fro
m

 
T

ippit's body. 
L

a
n
e
 sa

y
s N

ic
o
l 

"ap
p

eared
 less th

an
 

c
e
rta

in
" th

e
 sh

e
lls 

cam
e fro

m
 O

sw
ald

's 
g
u
n
. T

h
ere is a fo

o
t-

n
o

te in
 th

e p
assag

e referrin
g

 to
 V

o
lu

m
e III 

o
f th

e h
earin

g
s, P

ag
e 5

1
1
. F

ew
 read

ers h
av

e 
th

e v
o

lu
m

es,. m
u

ch
 less th

e tim
e to

 ch
eck

 
L

ane's thousands of citations. A
 pity. 

O
n P

age 511, V
olum

e III N
icol is asked by 

co
m

m
issio

n
 co

u
n
sel M

elv
in

 E
isen

b
erg

 if h
e 

w
as "certain in your ow

n m
ind of the identifi-

cation" of the shells. 

H
e 

S
eem

s C
erta

in
 

N
icol replied: "Y

es; the m
arks on the firing 

p
in

 p
articu

larly
 w

ere v
ery

 d
efin

itiv
e. A

p
p
ar-

ently this firing pin had been subjected to som
e 

rather severe abuse, and there w
ere num

erous 
sm

all an
d
 larg

e striatio
n
s w

h
ich

 co
u
ld

 b
e 

m
atched up very easily." 
Y

et L
an

e say
s Jo

sep
h
 D

. N
ico

l ap
p
eared

 
"less th

an
 certain

." 
In his book E

pstein questions the com
m

is-
sion's conclusion that O

sw
ald w

as a good shot. 
H

e m
entions the shot at M

aj. G
en. E

dw
in A

. 
W

alker w
hich m

issed. H
e m

entions the testim
o-

ny of N
elson D

elgado, a fellow
 M

arine w
ho had 

w
atched O

sw
ald on the firing line. O

sw
ald, D

el-
gado testified, got a lot of "M

aggie's draw
ers" 

—
 com

plete m
isses. 

D
elgado said som

ething else. 
O

n
 th

e rifle ran
g
e h

e said
 O

sw
ald

 "d
id

n
't 

give a darn. H
e just qualfied. H

e w
asn't hardly 

going to exert him
self." 

A
nd W

alker him
self testified that his assail-

* ant "could have been a very good shot and just 
b
y
 ch

an
ce th

e b
u
llet h

it th
e w

o
o
d
w

o
rk

 o
f a 

w
indow

. T
here w

as enough deflection in it to 
m

iss m
e." 

D
on't these passages have som

e bearing on 
O

sw
ald

's m
ark

sm
an

sh
ip

? E
p

stein
 ev

id
en

tly
 

didn't think so. T
hey don't appear in his book. 

L
ane devotes several pages to the testim

ony 
o
f a fo

rm
er D

allas p
atro

lm
an

, N
ap

o
leo

n
 J. 

D
an

iels, w
h
o
 said

 h
e saw

 a m
an

 resem
b
lin

g
 

Jack
 R

u
b
y
 en

ter p
o
lice h

ead
q
u
arters ju

st b
e-

t fore he shot O
sw

ald. L
ane takes issue w

ith the 
I co

m
m

issio
n

 fo
r d

ecid
in

g
 D

an
iels' testim

o
n

y
 

u
 w

e
 

attack it. T
he com

m
ission provided in the 26 

volum
es of testim

ony and exhibits and addition-
al m

atter in the N
ational A

rchives the results 
of its investigation. A

nd this is the heart of th
e 

critics' case. T
heir w

itnesses w
ere the com

m
is-

sion's. T
heir evidence w

as the com
m

ission's. 
B

ut, again, not all of it. 
A

 doctor said K
ennedy w

as shot from
 the 

front. A
 m

an saw
 a puff of sm

oke from
 som

e 
trees ah

ead
 o

f th
e m

o
to

rcad
e. T

h
e m

an
, an

d
 

others w
ho saw

 sm
oke, w

ere com
m

ission w
it-

n
esses. T

h
e d

o
cto

r, an
d
 o

th
ers w

h
o
 th

o
u
g
h
t 

K
ennedy's throat w

ound w
as one of entrance, 

w
ere com

m
ission w

itnesses. A
nd they appear 

for the critics. 

W
h

a
t O

n
e
 M

isse
s 

B
ut not alw

ays in the critics' books does one 
read of the people w

ho saw
 a rifle in the w

in-
dow

 of the T
exas S

chool B
ook D

epository. N
ot 

alw
ay

s d
o
es o

n
e read

 th
e d

o
cto

rs' testim
o
n
y
 

th
at th

eir first in
terp

retatio
n
 o

f K
en

n
ed

y
's 

w
ounds w

ere not their final one. 
T

he com
m

ission presented all the evidence 
it co

u
ld

 fin
d
. T

h
e critics d

id
 n

o
t. A

s a g
ro

u
p
 

they have found the com
m

ission w
rong on al-

m
ost anything but the fact of assassination it-

self. O
ne critic, G

eorge C
. T

hom
son, doesn't even

 
agree on that day in D

allas. N
one of them

 w
as 

John F
. K

ennedy, w
ho T

hom
son says is alive 

and last w
inter attended T

rum
an C

apote's fa-
m

ous m
asked ball. 

S
pace does not perm

it a footnote analysis of 
the critical books, although this w

as done w
ith 

sev
eral o

f th
em

 in
 p

rep
arin

g
 th

is rep
o
rt. T

h
e 

notes m
ade on M

ark L
ane's book alone run to 

50,000 w
ords. 

T
he intention, rather, is to focus on several 

key issues in contention and com
pare w

hat the 
com

m
ission volum

es said w
ith w

hat the critics 
said they said. S

uch com
parison is often illum

i-
nating 

B
ut, at the least, it m

ay serve to have asked 
of the critics w

hat they have asked of the com
-

m
ission —

 the facts. A
ll of them

. 
S

urely, one can fault the com
m

ission. W
hy 

d
id

n
't it call th

is w
itn

ess, in
v
estig

ate m
o
re 

deeply in that area? W
hen there w

as doubt, too 
o
ften

 th
e co

m
m

issio
n
 sp

o
k
e, n

eed
lessly

, in
 

m
ore positive language than the facts allow

ed. 
M

aybe it w
ould have been better for O

sw
ald 

to
 h

av
e b

een
 rep

resen
ted

 p
o
sth

u
m

o
u
sly

 b
y
 

counsel. M
aybe the com

m
ission did have an 

eye on the political clock in turning in its re-
port w

hile som
e investigation w

as still under 
w

ay. M
aybe. M

aybe. M
aybe. 

W
ithout question the com

m
ission w

as not 
infallible. B

ut it has too long been the target of 
critics w

ho have not reeeived the sam
e scruti-

n
y
 th

ey
 g

av
e th

e W
arren

 rep
o
rt. T

h
is d

o
es 

credit to no one. 

C
o
m

m
issio

n
 B

a
ck

ed
 

m
s slots that he knew

 he w
as never going to 

have again. I suspect he w
as u

p
 fo

r it." 
L

iebeler talked of te "grassy knoll" w
here 

L
an

e an
d

 .oth
ers th

in
k

 k
h

O
ts cam

e from
, in

.p
art 

b
ecau

se p
eo

p
le ran

 
in

 th
at d

irectio
n

 af-
ter the gunfire. 

"W
ould people do 

th
is? W

o
u
ld

 y
o
u
 if 

you knew
 or thought 

so
m

eo
n

e w
as firin

g
 

fro
m

 th
e
re

?
 It d

e
-

p
en

d
s u

p
o
n
 in

stan
-

tan
eo

u
s reactio

n
. I 

m
ig

h
t ru

n
 after th

e 
m

o
to

rcad
e. I m

ig
h
t 

ru
n
 fo

r co
v
er. B

u
t 

I'm
 su

re m
o
st p

eo
-

ple w
ould run to get 

out of the w
ay." 

Jo
e B

all, an
o
th

er 
m

em
ber of the staff, 

talk
ed

 o
f th

e rifle 
fo

u
n
d
 o

n
 th

e six
th

 
flo

o
r o

f th
e d

ep
o
si-

tory building w
hich 

p
o

lice first id
en

ti-
fie

d
 a

s 
a 

M
auser. 

L
ater it w

as d
eter-

m
ined to be a M

ann-
lich

er - C
areen

°, an
 

Italian
 w

eap
o
n
. C

ritics h
av

e im
p
lied

 th
is 

sw
itch

 su
g
g
ests th

e w
eap

o
n
 w

as p
lan

ted
. 

"E
vidence show

s that S
eym

our W
eitzm

an, 
w

ho found the rifle, B
ever handled it and saw

 it 
fro

m
 fiv

e feet aw
ay

. W
eitzm

an
 an

d
 D

ep
u

ty
 

S
heriff E

ugene B
oone both testified it seem

ed 
to them

 to be a M
auser. 

"L
et's m

ak
e it clear. It is a M

au
ser. It is 

built on G
erm

an patents and the M
auser refers 

to the bolt action. B
ut L

ane never dares to go 
so far as to say that W

eitzm
an or B

oone in any 
w

ay
 su

g
g
est th

is is n
o
t th

e g
u
n
 w

h
ich

 w
as 

found beyond all doubt to have fired the bul-
lets." 

T
h
is is n

o
t q

u
ite accu

rate. L
an

e, o
n
 P

ag
e 

120 of the hard-cover edition of "R
ush to Judg.  

in
tis. f n

e p
ro

resso
r rep

lied
 to

 o
n
e th

at "ex
-

perience has show
n that all too often w

hen a 
person is show

n his ow
n w

ords on paper he is 
in

clin
ed

 to
 state th

at h
e d

id
 n

o
t m

ak
e.  those 

rem
arks." 

L
iebeler talked of finger and palm

 prints. 
O

sw
ald's palm

 print found on the rifle had 
little p

ro
b
ativ

e v
alu

e, said
 L

an
e, "esp

ecially
 

since local and federal police officials w
ho is-

sued inacttrrate statem
ents. . .w

ere alone w
ith 

O
sw

ald
 an

d
 th

e w
eap

o
n
." T

h
e im

p
licatio

n
 

seem
s obvious. 

"W
ell," said L

iebeler, "w
e had to consider 

that in view
 of the perform

ance of the D
allas 

P
olice D

epartm
ent, G

od rest their souls, w
ere 

they so devilishly clever that they could have 
taken O

sw
ald's print and planted it on the rifle 

and then taken it off again, or that they could 
h

av
e h

an
d

ed
 th

e rifle to
 O

sw
ald

 to
 g

et th
e 

print? O
f course, that w

ould involve the judg-
m

en
t o

f O
sw

ald
, an

d
 d

o
 y

o
u

 th
in

k
 an

y
 o

n
e 

co
u
ld

 h
av

e g
o
tten

 O
sw

ald
 to

 to
u
ch

 th
at rifle 

w
ith a 10-foot pole? O

f course not." 
L

an
e also

 su
g
g
ests it is "cu

rio
u
s" th

at a 
D

allas police officer found a print on the rifle 
an

d
 "lifted

" it o
ff th

e w
eap

o
n
 an

d
 th

at an
 

F
B

I ex
p
ert w

as u
n
ab

le to
 fin

d
 an

y
 trace o

f 
th

e p
rin

t o
n

 th
e g

u
n

 sev
eral d

ay
s later. T

h
e 

read
er m

ig
h

t also
 fin

d
 it cu

rio
u

s th
at L

an
e 

does riot m
ention that subsequent F

B
I photo-

graphs of the lifted print show
ed m

inute gaps. 
A

n
o
th

er staff m
em

b
er talk

ed
 o

f L
an

e's 
book. 

"H
e attem

p
ts to

 d
iscred

it th
e co

m
m

issio
n
 

on hundreds of counts and to suggest such an 
enorm

ous level of incom
petence or dishonesty 

as to m
ake his entire argum

ent ridiculous. H
ad 

som
eone set out to design a com

m
ission of the 

in
co

m
p
eten

ce L
an

e attrib
u
tes to

 it, I d
o
u
b
t 

v
ery

 serio
u
sly

 th
at it co

u
ld

 ev
er h

av
e 

been 
done. H

ad he focused upon som
e w

eaknesses of 
th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 o

r th
e rep

o
rt, h

e m
ig

h
t o

f 
had an area of argum

ent." 
A

nd the staff agrees there w
ere w

eaknesses. 
S

om
e w

ere of om
ission: the com

m
ission m

ost 
certainly could have called to testify w

itnesses 
w

ho had only given statem
ents to law

 officials. 
S

om
e w

eaknesses w
ere of com

m
ission: the re-

port could easily have been m
ore explicit about  

m
an

 w
h
o
 k

n
ew

 b
o
th

 O
sw

ald
 an

d
 Jacq

u
elin!

: 
K

ennedy and w
hose am

atory troubles w
ith 

L
atin beauty are truly com

ic. A
nd there Is 

laborer w
ho told the august.. m

em
bersid

i*
 

com
m

ission 
in b

lu
n

t tizen
t-4

1
V

A
it b

e 
w

hen he heard a rifle go off above his hem
 it 

the depository, building. 
.  

T
h
e critics are eq

u
ally

 d
iv

erse. 
T

h
ere_,! 

H
arold W

eisberg, a M
aryland poultrym

an rf 
w

as once N
ational B

arbecue K
ing and durum

: 
his "G

eese for P
eace" cam

paign got the P
eal: 

C
orps its first good publicity break. 
S

auvage, a F
rerreh journalist, argues 

G
allic logic, no index and m

em
bership In L

"P
'-.  

"p
erh

ap
s" an

d
 "it seem

s" sch
o
o
l. H

e raise's: 
som

e pointed questions in areas w
here uncers: 

tainty is and m
ay rem

ain forever. 
 

E
pstein m

akes m
uch of the doctor-F

B
I au' 

tansy discrepancy. It is answ
erable. H

e m
akes 

a criticism
 of m

any of the com
m

ission's m
eth-

ods. T
his is arguable. B

oth w
ays. B

ut he raises 
his questions from

 facts in the com
m

ission vol-
um

es. S
om

etim
es not all the facts. A

nd som
e-

tim
es n

o
t facts at all. 

 

L
a
n

e P
red

o
m

in
a
tes 

L
an

e's n
am

e p
red

o
m

in
ates. H

e h
as m

ad
e.  

a m
ovie based on his book and given ntffner -

ous lectures here and abroad. A
t the verY

 en
d

 
o
f h

is b
o
o
k
 h

e files a d
isclaim

er ex
p
lain

ing'. 
w

hy he accepted m
aterial contrary to the corn-- 

m
issio

n
's co

n
clu

sio
n
s an

d
 rejected

 m
aterial 

that supports the com
m

ission. 
 

h
im

self; h
e is a p

ro
secu

to
r, u

sin
g
 th

e d
efend- 

ant 	

on alm
ost his last page, L

ane identifies 

ant com
m

ission's ow
n w

itnesses and testim
ony: 

B
ut not all of it. 

even . lakes a positive contribution," said on
e 

h
av

en
't fo

u
n
d
 an

y
th

in
g
 o

f th
eirs th

at 

of the senior com
m

ission counsels of 
th

e crit-
ics. 

theory. It is a chain of circum
stance, linked„,._by 

assu
m

p
tio

n
s. It is a ch

ain
 th

at lead
s 

to
 

_
1
.7

 

T
h
e p

u
b
lic m

ay
 k

n
o
w

 o
f th

e sin
g
le b

u
llet 

efen
d

- 

H
arvey O

sw
ald as the assassin. B

ut it is lin
k

 
n

e
ra

b
le

, a
s a

ll c
h

a
in

s. If o
n

e
 o

f its 
breaks, it does not hold. .. . 

T
om

orrow
: A

 single bullet, a singular thenrY
• 



E
D

W
A

R
D

 E
P

ST
E

IN
 

N
evar an

y trial 

W
A

R
R

E
N

 C
O

M
M

IS
S

IO
N

: F
ro

m
 le

ft, R
e
p
. G

e
ra

ld
 F

o
rd

, R
-M

ich
.;  

R
e

p
. H

a
le

 B
o

g
g

s
, D

7La.;  S
e

n
 R

ic
h

a
rd

 R
u

s
s
e

ll, D
-G

a
.;  C

h
ie

f 
Ju

stice
 E

a
rl W

a
rre

n
;  S

e
n
. Jo

h
n
 S

h
e
rm

a
n
 C

o
o
p
e
r, R

-K
y.;  J

o
h
n
 J

. 

M
cC

lo
y, N

e
w

 Y
o
rk b

a
n
ke

r;  A
lle

n
 D

u
lle

s
, fo

rm
e
r C

IA
 c

h
ie

f, a
n

(11K
., 

J
. L

e
o
 R

a
n
k
in

, N
e
w

 Y
o
rk

, c
h
ie

f c
o
m

m
is

s
io

n
 c

o
u
n
s
e
l. 

co
n
sid

e
re

d
 its first w

o
rd

s to
 b

e
 its la

st. —
 (A

P
) 

note in the passage referring to V
olum

e III 
of the hearings, P

age 511. F
ew

 readers have 
th

e v
o

lu
m

es_
 m

u
ch

 less th
e tim

e to
 ch

eck
 

L
ane's thousands of citations. A

 pity. 
O

n P
age 511, V

olum
e III N

icol is asked by 
com

m
ission counsel M

elvin E
isenberg if he 

w
as "certain in your ow

n m
ind of the identifi-

cation" of the shells. 

H
e

 S
e

e
m

s
 C

e
rta

in
 

N
icol replied: "Y

es; the m
arks on the firing 

pin particularly w
ere very definitive. A

ppar-
ently this firing pin had been subjected to som

e 
rather severe abuse, and there w

ere num
erous 

sm
all an

d
 larg

e striatio
n
s w

h
ich

 co
u
ld

 b
e 

m
atched up very easily." 
Y

et L
ane says Joseph D

. N
icol appeared 

"less than certain." 
In his book E

pstein questions the com
m

is-
sion's conclusion that O

sw
ald w

as a goad shot. 
H

e m
entions the shot at M

aj. G
en. E

dw
in A

. 
W

alker w
hich m

issed_ H
e m

entions the testim
o-

ny of N
elson D

elgado, a fellow
 M

arine w
ho had 

w
atched O

sw
ald on the firing line. O

sw
ald, D

el- 
, gado testified, got a lot of "M

aggie's draw
ers" 

—
 com

plete m
isses. 

D
elgado said som

ething else. 
r 

O
n the rifle range he said O

sw
ald "didn't 

give a darn. H
e just ctalfied. H

e w
asn't hardly 

going to exert him
self." 

s A
nd W

alker him
self testified that his assail-

: ant "could have been a very good shot and just 
: by chance the bullet hit the w

oodw
ork of a 

! w
indow

. T
here w

as enough deflection in it to 
m

iss m
e." 

D
on't these passages have som

e bearing on 
O

sw
ald's m

arksm
anship? E

pstein evidently 
didn't think so. T

hey don't appear in his book. 
L

ane devotes several pages to the testim
ony 

1.  of a form
er D

allas patrolm
an, N

apoleon ' J. 
D

aniels, w
ho said he saw

 a m
an resem

bling 
• Jack R

uby enter police headquarters just he-
fore be shot O

sw
ald. L

ane takes issue w
ith the 

com
m

ission for deciding D
aniels' testim

ony 
"m

erits little credence." 
B

ut now
here does L

ane m
ention that D

an- 
, . 
• leis w

as given a lie detector test, D
aniels w

as 
asked if he had told the com

plete truth. H
e 

;I said yes. H
e w

as asked if he had deliberately 
m

ade up any of his story. H
e answ

ered no. T
he 

lie 
detector indicated both responses w

ere 
; "false." H

e w
as asked if he thought the person 

/ he saw
 enter the building w

as Jack R
uby. H

e 
said no. T

he test indicated this response w
as 

sS "true." 
Is such evidence relevant to w

hy the coin-
m

ission felt D
aniels m

erited little credence? 
A

  s L
ane evidently thought not. 

so O
ne of E

pstein's m
ajor points concerns the 

.1. report of the autopsy on K
ennedy. It concluded 

O
A

T
. 4

.1
. 	

W
.,. L

.1
1
1
1
.2

 •
 ',L

I
M

Y
 %

A
.M

. 4
1
.4

.1
.-•

L
V

L
 	

.•-•0
1
•L

L
I
-M

I
llj 

th
at th

eir first in
terp

retatio
n
 o

f K
en

n
ed

y
's 

w
ounds w

ere not their final one. 
T

he com
m

ission presented aft the evidence 
it could find. T

he critics did not. A
s a group 

they have found the com
m

ission w
rong on al-

m
ost anything but the fact of assassination it- 

self. 	
, 

O
ne critic, G

eorge C
. T

hom
son, doesn't even 

agree on that day in D
allas. N

one of them
 w

as 
John F

. K
ennedy, w

ho T
hom

son says is alive 
and last w

inter attended T
rum

an C
apote's fa-

m
ous m

asked ball. 
Space does not perm

it a footnote analysis of 
the critical books, although this w

as done w
ith 

several of them
 in preparing this report. T

he 
notes m

ade on M
ark L

ane's book alone run to 
50,000 w

ords. 
T

he intention, rather, is to focus on several 
key issues in contention and com

pare w
hat the 

com
m

ission volum
es said w

ith w
hat the critics 

said they said. Such com
parison is often illum

i-
nating 

B
ut, at the least, it m

ay serve to have asked 
of the critics, w

hat they have asked of the cam
-

m
ission —

 the facts. A
ll of them

. 
S

urely, one can fault the com
m

ission. W
hy 

d
id

n
't it call th

is w
itn

ess, in
v
estig

ate m
o
re 

deeply in that area? W
hen there w

as doubt, too 
often the com

m
ission spoke, needlessly, in 

m
ore positive language than the facts allow

ed. 
M

aybe it w
ould have been better for O

sw
ald 

to
 h

av
e 

been 
represented posthum

ously by 
counsel. M

aybe the com
m

ission did have an 
eye on the political clock in turning in its re-
port w

hile som
e investigation w

as still under 
w

ay. M
aybe. M

aybe. M
aybe. 

W
ithout question the com

m
ission w

as not 
infallible. B

ut it has too long been the target of 
critics w

ho have not received the sam
e scruti-

ny they gave the W
arren report. T

his does 
credit to no one. 

C
o

m
m

is
s

io
n

 B
a

c
k

e
d

 
B

ut recently books have begun to appear 
attacking the critics, one by C

harles R
oberts of 

N
ew

sw
eek m

agazine and another by R
ichard 

W
arren L

ew
is, a m

agazine w
riter, and L

aw
-

rence Schiller, a photo-journalist. 
A

nd w
hile the com

m
ission, disbanded, has 

not spoken as an organization in its defense, 
m

any of its staff law
yers are now

 w
illing to do 

so. T
he w

riters interview
ed 11 of the com

m
is-

sion's 15 senior counsel. 
T

he staff law
yers talked of som

e of the puz-
zling testim

ony that m
ay never be resolved; 

the gunsm
ith w

ho said he fixed a gun for som
e-

one nam
ed O

sw
ald, the m

en w
ho saw

 som
eone 

w
ho looked like O

sw
ald at a firing range, the 

persons w
ho saw

 O
sw

ald driving a car the 

Lam
m

' 
1.11 

m
e 

rum
 

fo
u
n

d
 o

n
 th

e six
th

 
floor of the deposi-
tory building w

hich 
p
o
lice first id

en
ti-

fied
 as a M

au
ser. 

L
ater it w

as d
eter-

m
ined to be a M

ann-
licher - C

arcano, an 
Italian

 w
eap

o
n

. C
ritics h

av
e im

p
lied

 th
is 

sw
itch suggests 

the 
w

eapon w
as planted. 

"E
vidence show

s that S
eym

our W
eitzm

an, 
w

ho found the rifle, never handled it and saw
 it 

from
 five 

feet 
aw

ay. W
eitzm

an and D
eputy 

S
heriff E

ugene B
oone both testified it seem

ed 
to them

 to be a M
auser. 

"L
et's m

ake it clear. It is a M
auser. It is 

built on G
erm

an patents and the M
auser refers 

to the bolt action. B
ut L

ane never dares to go 
so far as to say that W

eitzm
an or B

oone in any 
w

ay suggest this is not the gun w
hich w

as 
found beyond all doubt to have fired the bul-
lets." 

T
his is not quite accurate. L

ane, on P
age 

120 of the hard-cover edition of "R
ush to Judg- 

L
an

e also
 su

g
g

ests it is "cu
rio

u
s" th

at a 
D

allas police officer found a print on the rifle 
an

d
 "lifted

" it o
ff th

e w
eap

o
n

 an
d

 th
at an

 
F

B
I expert w

as unable to find any trace of 
the print on the gun several days later. T

he 
reader m

ight also find it curious that L
ane 

does not m
ention that subsequent F

B
I photo-

graphs of the lifted print show
ed m

inute gaps. 
A

n
o
th

er staff m
em

b
er talk

ed
 o

f L
an

e's 
bsok. • 

"H
e attem

pts to discredit the com
m

ission 
on hundreds of counts and to suggest such an 
enorm

ous level of incom
petence or dishonesty 

as to m
ake his entire argum

ent ridiculous. H
ad 

som
eone set out to design a com

m
ission of the 

incom
petence L

ane attributes to it, I doubt 
_very seriously that it could ever have been 
done. H

ad he focused upon som
e w

eaknesses of 
th

e co
m

m
issio

n
 o

r th
e rep

o
rt, h

e m
ig

h
t o

f 
had an area of argum

ent." - 
A

nd the staff agrees there w
ere w

eaknesses. 
S

om
e w

ere' of om
ission: the conunission m

ost 
certainly could have called to testify w

itnesses 
w

ho had only given statem
ents to law

.officials. 
S

om
e w

eaknesses w
ere of com

m
ission: the re-

port could easily have been m
ore explicit about  

tim
es not facts at all. 

L
a
n

e
 

P
re

d
o

m
in

a
te

s
 

L
ane's nam

e predom
inates. H

e has m
ade_' 

a m
ovie based on his book and given ow

ner",  
ous lectures here and abroad. A

t the very end:, 
of his book he files a disclaim

er explaining: 
w

hy he accepted m
aterial contrary to the com

s 
m

ission's conclusions and rejected m
aterial -

that supports the com
m

ission. 
S

o, on alm
ost his last page, L

ane identifies 
him

self; he is a prosecutor, using the defend -
ant com

m
ission's ow

n w
itnesses and testinlenY

• 
B

ut not all of it. 
"I h

av
en

't fo
u
n
d
 an

y
th

in
g
 o

f th
eirs 

that 
even :sakes a positive contribution," said one 
of the senior com

m
ission counsels of the crit-

ics. 

theory
T

he. Iptubisliac  chain
o

h
if oc7rcuam

sthjancsein,glileakedbulbleyt: 
assum

ptions. It is a chain that leads to L
ee, : 

H
arvey O

sw
ald as the assassin. B

ut it is vul -' 
n
erab

le, as all ch
ain

s. If o
n
e o

f its lin
k
s' 

breaks, it does not hold. .. . 
T

om
orrow

: A
 single bullet, a singular iheorY

. 


