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HUGH TREVOR-ROPER, Regius

Professor of Modern History at
Oxford, who cables this aston-

ishing report from America,

finds that suppressed police and

medical evidence eluded the
Warren Commission

THE ASSASSINATION of Presi-
dent Kennedy was a great shock
to the whole world. To the
American people it was more
than a shock: it was a humilia-
tion. The shooting of the
President, foilowed only two
days later by the shooting of
the supposed assassin, ILee
Oswald, seemed to show that
the leading power of the West,
the guardian of its security and
culture, rested precariously on a
basis of insecurity and violence.
In order to reassure the world,
President Johnson set up a com-
mission of inquiry charged to
discover the true facts. In order
to reassure the American
people, he must have hoped that
the true facts would reveai—
especially in an election year—
no basic strains in American
society. This is, in fact, what
the commission has done.

Its report, the Warren
Report* has answered the fac-
tual question. The assassination
is explained. The report has
also resolved the emotional
problem: the assassination is
explained away. Oswald, we
are assured, shot the President
for purely perscnal motives,
explicable by his psycholegical
case history. Jack Ruby shot
Oswald on a purely personal
impulse, similarly explicable.
No one else is involved. The
police, which watches over the
city of Dallas, may have made
errors, so may the secret ser-
vice, which watches over the
security of the President. These
errors must be regretted and
carrected in future: but Amer:
‘can: society is unaffected; the
episode can be forgotten; or at
least, if it is remembered, it
leaves no taint in the American
.reputation, no trauma in the
American soul.

Now let me sav at once
that there is no veason why
this explanation, so massively
documented, should not, theo-
retically, be true. . Many
assassinatio'ns, or attempted

assassinations, have been the act
of isolated, unbalanced indi-
viduals. The public has always
been too prone to see con-
spiracy in what is really the
effect of nature or chance. The
Warren Commission was com-
posed of responsible public men
*“The Official Warren Commission

Report,” just published in this country
by W. H. Allen (25s.).

whose officials undoubtedly col-
lected a great deal of matter.
lts chairman, however reluc-
tantly he may have accepted the
chair, was the Chief Justice of
the Supreme Court. Therefore
no one should dismiss the
report lightly. On the other
hand, we need not altogether
abdicate the use of reason in
reading it.

IF I DISSENT
from its find-

</ speculation to
evidence or have
a natural tend-
ency towards radicalism: it
is because, as a historian,
I prefer evidence. In this case
I am prepared to be content
with the evidence actually
supplied by the Commission.

.That evidence is certainly

copious enough. Behind the
summary, so gleefully and
faultlessly endorsed by the
Press, lies the full report, and
behind the full report lie the
twenty-six volumes of testimony
on which it claims to lead to the
comfortable conclusions of the

report. it convinces me that the

Commission, for whatever
reasons, simply has not done its
work, or, rather, it has done
half its work. It has reassured
the American people by its find-
ings but it has not reassured the
world by its methods; it has not
established the facts; behind a
smokescreen of often irrelevant
material it has accepted im-
permissible. axioms, constructed
invalid arguments, and failed to
ask elementary and essential
questions.

At this point I must declare
my own interest. In June, 1964,
before the Warren Report was
issued, I agreed to serve on the
British  “Who killed Ken-
nedy?” committee. I did this
because I was convinced that
the composition of the Warren
Commission and the procedure
which it announced were ill-
calculated to produce the truth.
They did not guarantee a full
examination of the evidence,
and there was some reason to
fear the relevant evidence might
never come before the Commis-
sion. The purpose of the
committee was to guard against
the danger that dissenting
evidence might be silenced






