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nation to this day can testify; but the affair 1% 
as untranquil as ever beyond the borders of the 
U.S. This Sauvage makes clear in a book that of-— 
fers, among other things, a devastatingly scorn- — 
ful description of the antica of U.S. newspapers 
in the Kennedy-Oswald-Tippit murders. — 

MUCH OF THE GROUND covered by Lane is at 
least superficially familiar to the GUARD! 
readership; but the development of the ma‘ 
is sccomplished with the skill of an able counsel 
for the defense going over a mass of evidence as ~ 
the would have prepared the case—if he ever had — 
® chance. Many lawyers tend to ensnare their 
readers in legal verbine on piomen aaa 
does not. 

It will be a rare reader who will not conc 
that if the Warren Commission in the “natio. 
interest” sought to allay rumor and speculation, it — 
succeeded only in increasing Ld barca aC 

-erucial eyewitness testimony was excluded. Opin- 

og wonder that Hugh Trevor-Roper, Brit- 
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