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We tound IAERO undiscovered evidence In

fiim of the murder Itself, that the killer had
more time than the minimal 5.8 seconds in-
dicated In the Warren Report to get the shots
off. And we concluded that beyond reason-
able doubt, Oswald wns indeed /Rt lenst on
of the kilters. ’

But wns there more than one? On Monday
night, we Interviewed eyewitnesses who sald
all the shots came from the School Book De-
pository. And others equally insiastent that
there were shots from the grissy knoll over-
lonking the motarcnde ltself,

We tested more exhaustively than did the
Warren Commission the extremely contro-
versinl single bullet theory, found that one
bullet could, Indeed, have wounded both the
Fresldent and Governor Connally. We heard
autopsy surgeon, James Humes, break three
and a half years of sllence to report that he
has re-examined the X-rays and photographs
of the President's body, and still has no
doubt that all the shots struck from behind,

We concluded that In the absence of solld
evidence that there were other nssassing, and
with the Indicatlons thnt one killer conld
rccount for all the shots, there was no sce-
ond gunmnn. But, even as the only gunman,
wns Oswnld, ag the Warren Report suggests,
& lone madman? Or was he the trigger-man
for » conapirncy to kill the President?

On Tuesday, we considered such frequently
mentioned indleations of conspiracy as the
murder of Officer J. D. Tippit, found that
he was legitimntely ordered from his normal
patrol area as part of a redeployment of po-
lice forces to cope with the assassination,
Found too, that a partial description of the

" mssassln, broadeast on police radio, eould

account for Tippit's stopping Oswald.

We found the nightclub owner, Jack Ruby,
the man who killed Oswald, was a strange,
mercurial ererture given to hitting first and
fsking questfons afterward. And none of his
closest associntes would credit Ruby with
the ability to keep a eecret very long,

We presented the conspiracy theortes of
New Orleans District Attorney Jim Garrison,
theorles which Garrison says he will present
in a court of law, but which today remain a
series of largely unsupported statements.
And we concluded thnat, for now at least, no
conspiracy theory of the assassination has
been proved.

Tonight, we turn from the assassination
to the Warren Commission Itself. Having
found that the CommIssion's conclurlons, in
the main, still stand up almost three year,
aficr published, we now nsk our fourth anfie
Inst fundamental question: Why doesn’t
America belleve the Warren Report?

Tonight, as in our preceding reports, my

collrapue Dan Rather and I are going to
break this fundamental question Into sub-
aldinry questions. For the first part of \the
broadcast, we will ask: Should Amerlca be-
lleve the Warren Report? We will explore
Just how well and honestly the Warren Com-
misslon operated, to what extent it deserves
belief.
- The second question will be: Could Amer-
fea belleve the Warren Report? And we'll try
to determlne whether there are elements In
the way people, and particularly Americans,
think about great events, which would pre-
vent thelr accepting the Warren Report,
however trustworthy 1t might be,

‘But this final broadenst will be different.
The questlons we will ask ‘tonight, we can
only ask. Tonight's answers will be not ours,
but yours.

RATHFR. As we tnke up whether or not
America should believe the Warren Report,
we'll hear first from the man who perhaps
more than any other is respongible for the
question belng asked. Mark Lane, lawyer

and former New York Stats Assemblyman, -

was the gadfly of the Warren Commission,
He demanded the right to appear hefore it

. 88 a defense counsel for the dead Lee Harvey

Oswald. Refused, he began his own investi.

gation of the President’s death, a study that
produced firsl the best gclling attack on the
Warren Comunission, “Rush To Jucdgment,”
and now a movie of the same name.

Mark Lane has lectured all over the world
on hls own theortes of the neanssination,
theorles which he spelled out for Bill Stout,

Mark LANE. There was one conclusion, one
baslc concluelon  that the Commission
reached, I think, which can he supported
by the facis, and that was the Con-
mission’s conclusion that Ruby Kkilled Os-
wald. But, of course, that took place on
television. It would have been very difficult
to deny that. Bul. outslde of thal, there's
not an important conclusion which can be
supported by the facts and-- and this s the
problem.

And what the Commission wns thinking
and what they were dolng is still hidden
from us, of course. The minutes of the Com-
mission meetings are locked wp In the Nax
tlional Archives anrl no one ecan see them.
A vast amount of the evidence, F.B.J. reports,
C.LA. reporte, which may he directly re
[iTed to the Information we should have,
are also locked up In the Archives. No one
can see that,

The photographs and X-rays of the Presi-
dent’'s  body, taken at  the autopsy in

- Bethesdn, Marylnnd, token just before the

autopsy was begun, taken by Naval tech-
nicians, which in and of themeelves might
resolve the whole question ns to whether or
not there was n conspiracy, efinnot, hna seen
by anyone today and. in fact, not one mem-
ber of the Warren Commission ever saw the
most Imporiant documents In the case, the
photographs and the X-rays. And not one
lawyer for the Commission ever saw——wns
curious enough to exnmine the most Ime-
portant evidence,

I think the villain was the desire of gov-
ernment officlals to he nice. to see to it that
nothing would upset the Amerlcan people,
that the apathy which has seized us for all
of these years be permitted to remain un-
interrupted by a factual prerentation of
what happened. The American people would
have becn upset surely if they were told
there was a conspiracy which took the life
of your Prerident,

CrONRITE. But Mr. Lane, who accuses the
Commission of playing fast and loose with
the evidence, docs not always allow facts to
get In the way of his own theorles. In “Rush
To Judgment,” for example, he writes: "The
statements of eyewltnesses close to the Prest-
dent tended to confirm the likellhood that
the shot came from the right and not from
the rear.” Lane then quotes Assoclated Press
photographer James Altgens, and another
eyewitness, Charles Brehm, as giving testi-
mony that would support the idca of a killer
on the grassy knoll. Yet Mr. Altgens, as we
saw Monday night, s centirely certain that
&ll of the shots came from beéhind, a fact that
Mr. Lane does not mention.

As for Mr, Brehm, Eddie Barker discovered
that he holds no brief either for the grassy
knoll theory or for the use of his words by
Mark Lane.

EppIe BArKER. Well now, some critics of the
Warren Report have taken your testimony,
or Interviews with you. to Indleate that you
thought the shots came from behind the
fence over there. What about that?

CHARLES BREHM, Well, as I say, it was not
8 number of critics. It was one critic, Mark
Lane, who takes very great llberties with
adding to my quotation, I never sald that
the—any shot came from liere like I was
quoted by Mr. Lane. Mr. Lane would like me
to have positively identified the —what I saw
fly over here—nhis skull—although I told him
I could not—I did not—I thought it was but
I could not. 8o, he has added his interpreta-
tions to what I sald, and consequently that's
where the story comes from that—that I sald
that the shots come from up there. No shot
came from up there st any time during the
whole flasco that afternoon.
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CRONKITE. Not are theke the only exnmples
of Mr. Lane lifting remnarks out of confext
to support his theorles. Perhaps the most
charitable explanation fs that Mnrk Lane
stil considers himself n defense atlorney for
Lee Harvey Oswald—and a delonse attorney’s
primary duty 18 not to abs:rnct truth. but
to his client.

There exists, however, a less partisan, and
therefore perhaps more disturbing critigque
of the Warren Commlssion Report,

RATHER. One of the most influentinl at-
theks on the work of the Commission is the
book, “Inquest,” by a young scholar named
Edward J. Epsteln. It began ns a thesis In
political sclence, Mr. Fpsiein declding to find
out Just how the Warren Commission hnd
gone about solving this crime of the century.

He studied the 28 volumes of learings,
then Interviewed five of the seven Canmmla-
slon members, General Couneel J. Lee Rankin
and some of the Commilssion’s top Investi-
gatora. And the pattern that vegan to emerge
disturbed him.

Erstrin. Well, there were three, I think,
levela of complaint. The first one was the
institutional, you might gry: the general
probletn that n government has when It
searches for truth. The probiem of trying to
have an autonomous Inwestigation, free from
politteal Interferenca and at the same iime,
1t's denling by its very nature with a poli-
tical problem,

The second level might b enlled the ore
ganlzational level of— was the Warren Com-
misslon organized in a way that prevented
it from finding facts. And here my findings
were that by using a part time staflf and by
the Commission's detaching themselves from
the Investigation—in other words, not ae-
tively partaking in the favestlgntion—it
reised some problems as to whether the
Wearren Commission's investigation went deep
enough, so that If there wns evidence of a
conspiracy. they wounld hiave in fact found it.

The third .level of my criticlam concerned
the evidence itself, and ibis concerned the
problem of when the Warren (!fommirslon was
come---confronted with a very complex prab-
lem. For eximple, the contradiction between
the F.B.I. summary report on the autopsy
and the autopsy report they had in hand—
how they solved this problem, whether they
simply glossed over it or whether they cnlled
witnesses andz-and this- this, of course,
brought up the questions of-—o0f A second
agsassin., .

RATHER. One of the men Mr. Epstein In-
terviewed for his “Inquest” is Arlen Specter,
now District Attorney of PhUadelphia, but
in 1964, one of the princip:l Investigatora
for the Warren Commisslon, charged with
establishing the basic facts of the assassinp-
tion. Mr. Specter thinks the Commission did
its job well and ecame up with the right
answers.,

SrectEr. I would say after having prose-
cuted a grent many cases Jthaf seldom would
you ever find a cage whirh wes as persunajve
that Oswald was the nssassin and, in fact. the
lone assnssin, and we convici pcople in the
criminal courts every dny right here In City
Hall, Philadelphia. And the times the death
penalties are imposed or Hfe Imprironment—
80 that—-s0 that the case docs fit logether.

Rataer. In separate Interviews we asked
critlc Epstein and investigator Spector to dig-
cuss some of the central lssiies that must
determine how well or how badly the Warren
Comimission did its work,

EPsTEIN. Part of the job cf the Warren
Commilssion was restoring confldence in the
American government. And for this he had
to pick seven very respectable men, men who
would lend thelr name and lend probity to
the report. And so that the problem was, In
Bny seven men he picked of this sort, they
would have very little time for the investiga«
tion,

They would also have two ourposes, One
purpose would be to find the truth, all the
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