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T
H

E
 E

V
ID

E
N

C
E

 review
ed

 ab
ove id

en
tifies L

ee H
arvey 

O
sw

ald as the assassin of P
resident K

ennedy and indicates 
that he acted alone in that event. T

here is no evidence that 
he had accom

plices or that he w
as involved in any conspiracy 

directed to the assassination of the P
resident. 

From
 the W

arren C
om

m
ission report 

M
cL

E
A

N
, V

a.—
I served on the staff 

of the W
arren C

om
m

ission. A
nd al-

though it is voguish to say otherw
ise, 

I th
in

k
 w

e w
ro

te a g
o
o
d
 rep

o
rt. I 

continue to be am
azed at how

 m
any 

"n
ew

" d
isco

v
eries th

at ap
p
ear in

 
critical literatu

re w
ere d

iscu
ssed

 in
 

th
e rep

o
rt, an

d
 at h

o
w

 m
an

y
 p

eo
p
le 

are p
rep

ared
 to

 d
ism

iss th
e rep

o
rt 

w
ith

o
u
t h

av
in

g
 b

o
th

ered
 to

 read
 it. 

A
ttention-getting criticism

 has proved 
easy

; w
e k

n
ew

 it w
o
u
ld

 b
e w

h
en

 
w

e p
u
b
lish

ed
, in

 2
6
 v

o
lu

m
es, th

e 
g
reat v

ariety
 o

f testim
o
n
y

, o
th

er 
evidence, speculation and rum

or that 
h
ad

 co
m

e b
efo

re u
s. 

B
ut devising a coherent and credible 

th
eo

ry
 to

 ex
p
lain

 w
h
at h

ap
p
en

ed
 in

 
D

allas o
n
 N

o
v
. 2

2
, 1

9
6
3
—

o
n
e th

at 
isn't forced to hypothesize a num

ber 
of duplicate L

ee H
arvey O

sw
alds or 

a diobalical com
m

and center w
ith ab-

solute control over the thoughts and 
actions of the thousands of persons in-
volved in the events and their investi-
gation—

has proved quite a different 
m

atter. 
F

or all its inevitable loose ends, the 
C

om
m

ission's account of the evidence 
in those 26 volum

es rem
ains, eleven 

y
ears later, th

e o
n

ly
 really

 co
h

eren
t 

acco
u
n
t th

at h
as b

een
 p

u
t fo

rth
. 

R
ecently, how

ever, another set of 
issues has begun to surface—

having to 
do not w

ith the w
ay the C

om
m

ission 
analyzed the inform

ation to w
hich it 

h
ad

 access b
u
t rath

er w
ith

 th
e w

ay
 

th
e co

m
m

issio
n
 o

b
tain

ed
, o

r, m
o
re 

accu
rately

, th
e w

ay
 it w

as p
ro

v
id

ed
 

its inform
ation. 

T
he C

om
m

ission, of course, lacked 
real investigative resources of its ow

n 
and w

as therefore heavily dependent,  

at least for leads, on the G
overnm

ent's 
existing investigative agencies. 

T
o
 th

e ex
ten

t th
at w

e co
u
ld

, w
e 

ch
eck

ed
 th

e in
fo

rm
atio

n
 w

e w
ere 

fufnished against other inform
ation w

e 
had from

 the sam
e or other sources, 

but such cross-checking w
as obviously 

of lim
ited value. 

N
aturally w

e w
ere troubled by this 

investigative dependence to an extent, 
b
u
t th

ere d
id

 n
o
t seem

 to
 b

e an
y
 

plausible alternative w
ay of proceed-

in
g
. W

ith
 a staff co

m
p
rised

 alm
o
st 

en
tirely

 o
f law

y
ers, w

e w
ere n

o
t 

structured as an investigative agency; 
an

aly
sis, ask

in
g

 th
e rig

h
t q

u
estio

n
s, 

and evaluating the alternative answ
ers 

to them
 w

as w
hat w

a w
ere obviously 

su
ited

 to
. A

n
d
 

that 
sim

ply seem
ed 

to
 b

e th
at. 

E
lev

en
 y

ears later, It seem
s th

at 
sh

o
u
ld

 n
o
t sim

p
ly

 h
av

e b
een

 th
at. 

W
hy, then, did w

e not m
ake an issue 

o
f it? H

o
w

 co
u
ld

 an
y
o
n
e, n

o
 m

atter 
h
o
w

 in
ex

p
erien

ced
 in

 m
atters o

f 
in

v
estig

ativ
e p

o
litics, h

av
e b

een
 so

 
o
b
liv

io
u
s to

 th
e risk

s o
f relian

ce o
n
 

the existing agencies for inform
ation 

in
 a m

atter lik
e th

is? 
T

h
e ex

p
lan

atio
n
, I th

in
k
, Is th

at 
this w

as 1964, not 1975. W
e w

ere all 
m

o
re in

n
o
cen

t a d
ecad

e ag
o
. S

in
ce 

th
at tim

e, to
 o

u
r co

llectiv
e so

rro
w

, 
w

e h
av

e learn
ed

 m
an

y
 th

in
g
s. W

e 
have learned, contrary to w

hat once 
seem

ed -com
m

on sense, that persons  

in high places w
ill, at S

ubstantial risk 
to them

selves, cover up for the m
is-

d
eed

s o
f su

b
o
rd

in
ates w

h
o
 seem

 o
f 

little consequence. 
W

e have learned that investigative 
ag

en
cies are n

o
t th

e m
o
n
o
lith

s w
e 

once thought they w
ere that schem

es 
o

f su
b

stan
tial m

o
m

en
t are p

lan
n

ed
 

and som
etim

es executed at relatively 
low

 levels; that they m
ay be carried 

o
u
t b

y
 p

erso
n
s w

h
o
 are in

 n
o
 tru

e 
sen

se "m
em

b
ers" o

f th
o
se ag

en
cies 

b
u

t rath
er in

d
ep

en
d

en
t co

n
tracto

rs 
w

ith
 an

 o
n
-ag

ain
 o

ff-ag
ain

 so
rt o

f 
association, and even that people can 
be led to think they are w

orking for 
such agencies w

hen in every official 
sen

se th
ey

 are n
o
t. 

In
 1

9
6
4
, o

n
e h

ad
 to

 b
e a genuine 

radical to take seriously the thought 
that other F

ederal agencies w
ere w

ith-
holding significant inform

ation from
 

the W
arren C

om
m

ission. In 1975, it 
w

o
u
ld

 ta
k
e
 a

 p
e
rso

n
 o

f u
n
u
su

a
l 

naiveté to ignore that possibility. 
I confess I personally am

 only partly 
reco

n
stru

cted
: I still can

n
o
t tak

e 
seriously the notion that G

overnm
ent 

agencies w
ere involved in P

resident 
K

ennedy's assassination. 
I suspect that the facts, even assum

-
ing they could all be learned, w

ould 
disclose a suppression of nothing m

ore 
sinister than evidence of inadequate 
vigilance on the part , of the agency 
or agencies concerned. 

B
u
t h

o
w

ev
er th

at m
ay

 b
e, it is 

im
portant to diitinguish the issue of 

how
 the W

arren C
om

m
ission analyzed 

the inform
ation it had from

 the issue 
of w

hat inform
ation others decided it 

w
as an

d
 w

as n
o
t to

 g
et. It seem

s to
 

m
e u

n
lik

ely
 th

at th
e d

ata w
e h

ad
 

b
efo

re u
s w

o
u
ld

 b
e an

aly
zed

 an
y
 

b
etter a seco

n
d
 tim

e th
an

 it w
as th

e 
first. N

or does a second analysis seem
 

likely to attain any broader credibility. 
(I d

o
n

't k
n

o
w

 w
h

o
 th

e
re

 is w
ith

 
cred

ib
ility

 to
 m

atch
 th

e late C
h
ief 

Justice E
arl W

arren's.) T
hat is w

hy I 
have alw

ays resisted suggestions that 
the investigation be "reopened." 

B
u
t an

 in
v
estig

atio
n
 o

f h
o
w

 th
e 

C
o
m

m
issio

n
 g

o
t its in

fo
rm

atio
n
, o

f 
w

h
at it w

as an
d
 w

as n
o
t p

ro
v
id

ed
, 

w
ould not be a re-exam

ination, for the 
sim

ple reason that it w
ent unexam

ined 
at th

e tim
e. 

P
erh

ap
s h

is is n
aiv

e 
In 

P
erhaps there is no realistic possibility 

that those in possession of the facts 
bearing on this issue w

ill ever reveal 
them

. B
ut even that is som

ething w
e 

are entitled to know
. 

C
ertainly I can im

agine no reason 
w

hy those of us w
ho w

orked on the 
report should resist efforts to investi-
g

ate th
e m

ech
an

ism
s b

y
 w

h
ich

 th
e 

C
o
m

m
issio

n
 w

as p
ro

v
id

ed
 (o

r n
o
t 

provided) inform
ation. E

very A
m

erican 
is en

titled
 to

 b
e an

g
ry

 ab
o
u
t ' the 

recent disclosures and accusations, but 
perhaps our entitlem

ent is the greatest 
of all. 

John H
art E

ly, w
ho is genera/ counsel 

o
f th

e U
nited 

S
tates 

D
epartm

ent of 
T

ransportation, w
rote 

th
is a

rticle in
 

his capacity as a private citizen. 

A
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art E
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