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or, indeed, all those who claim '
exists. “some. power'fuj;»’,elﬁe that
& government and the news media
now. Epstein is left only with clini- |
lanations for anyone in any basic dis- |
nt with the establishment.

P

Austifies his change of hear, what i there

Gar

Shysters; and Hacks too

A man is of course en;'i‘ged to change his
mind, provided however ithat the change it-
self is sincere. Epstein does not tell us a
word as to why he changed his mind, he
does not even state having changed it. Mu
less does he take us along the evidentjial or.
logical route that has caused his turnabout
—s0 that we too might see the light h’7 now
appears.-to be seeing. b

‘As we said, Garrison is not the only career-
ist. who *has climbed the presidential ghost
to make himself visible from all corners of
‘world. And not all of them are by pro-
hysters. A writer who subordinates
5;11‘ ‘conclusions of a book or essay
Wi desirable academic or political
even without matching Garrison’s

‘timid book. Any m:
ling.a lie “a lie," eupl
cal truth,” has no

eession. that. althougl he rejects]
Esubstance of the Warren Repuart, he
S concentrte on ity autlion ans-i

working procedures only.  And it
voelea that this vefusal o go as far
hemiohy. hove takens him stemmed
athing hut considerations of political
lenmic véspectability. This, hnm'uw.l
i wprising in Epstein, for it has o
Cenchaniment with the trath of the
assiuation Ut auracted him in the first
lace, but merely a formal assignment of ant
avademic thesis,

~With this in the background, and con- |
sidering that privately Epsteint has unequi-

vorally rejected the centval condlusion of he |

Warren Report, and also thar he nowhere

to” contradict the conclusion thiat even be.
fore he wrote his essat o Garrison, Epsiein
had placed himsell in o desivable spot on
the political map, a spot from which n
truth-and no sell-respect were woing 1o diverd
m.  Au ostentations displiy il contempt
Tor all fundamental socia! crities mas merely
be o ealeulated investment in o aspired
\rthur Schiesinger-type position in some fu-
ture administration. But anv thinker who
@ priovi resolves not 1o land on wrritory
other than occupied by legitimized academia
i i conrupt thinker.

An Academie Show Window

Epstein's own lack of intellectual integri
becomes most tangible in epistemoloss . an
mea for which!he holds specinl intercs Here
he displays o knack for hidine the parrow
pathways of his intellectual contmband in
thick jungles of esoteric deail, academic
formalisms  and  quoted stage  decorations,
But beneath the canopy of bushes he hides
the utter arbitrariness and vapriciousness of
his epistemological determinations. When
he says, for example, that "It can be argued
that a considerable number of people arc
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[ matarally disposed to make a conspiritorial
uterpretation of any event as historically
‘ momentous as the assassination of the Presi-
dent.” it is difficult 10 appreciate why he
did not procced to discuss that it can also
be argued that . considerable number of
people are naturally disposed to make a non-
cogspiratorial - interpretation  even of an
cvenr s historically momentous as the as.
wissiition of the President. Was it over
sicht or was it demiugory that caused Epstein
10 stale hut one part ol an epistemological
tonsiruetz O, when Epsicin quotes @ non-
academic colleasue 6 his 1o the cffect that
“elesen per cent ol the poplationg may be
considerad chionic doubters who wd 1o
feel that the seal story about almest any
portant public event is |u-\n"qui|u told”,”
aned when he does s prejudicially: agains
those cleven per cent. should he not alo
have discussedd the cighty-nine per cent of
Sehronie pandouhtes,” as well as the respec-
tive contribiations of the twy Lroups to ruth
bding e anv helds And when Lpstein
uotes Hanoaly Nvende o cheefleer thae “the
liar uanillv more perssiasive than the
truthreller, simply because he can fashion
his Faces to meet Wiy stadienee's exptotations,”
b should have ac Jeast old s whether it
[ollows, as o general vole ar merely s prov
ing s avgument, that wharever is persuasive
Hnrrue.,
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Epstein poses the question, “But can the
Process establishing  the nuth ever be
separated o o cud product—the truth”
Ths answer s than "there ean be certainty
that s long ws the ey by which an in-
vestigation has becn conducted  remain sus-
pect the truth will aover e fullv establish-
el We agree, A beeause we agree, we
muost also questing 1l mteprity of some of
Epstein's conclusions For if Garrison’s ju-
vestigation wis Bamipe e by infidelity 1o
lect, Lpstein's was pre comued by wosuper.
imposed politicl trnspo neye Nor are the
oo men motivarional < ngers. A proper
graphic presentution wonl. how them both
dimbing two sides of a Tudder, And if all
drewmy are 1o be fulflled, may vet wind
Up as two cogs in one (pol i machine,



