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WASHINGTON—The verdict of the Warren 
Commission is that President Kennedy was assassi- 
nated by Oswald acting alone. This verdict is widely 
questioned here and, almost unanimously, it is ques- 
tioned abroad. The incredulity is fed by aspects of the 
crime which, because they have not been convincingly 
explained, nourish suspicion. 

For many people, the hardest fact to swallow is 
the shooting down of Oswald inside police headquar- 
ters. It is very difficult to believe that this is a mere 
happening, mere police inefficiency, unrelated to the 
assassination itself, 

In Europe very few are 
willing to believe that Os- 
wald could have been killed 
without the connivance of the 
police. They agree that, there- 
fore, there must have existed 

a conspiracy whicn the police 
insisted on covering up. The 
failure of the police in Dal- 

las to guard the President 

adequately feeds this suspi- 
cion. 

There is, furthermore, the 

widespread suspicion that Os- 

wald’s extremely easy com- 

ing and going to the Soviet 

Union was an mndcalion that 
he had some connection with 
the apparatus of espionage. 

For these and other rea- 

sons the official verdict is not 

universally accepted, and 

there are a growing number 

of people here and abroad 

who think that the case 

should be reopened and the 
doubts resolved, . 

The crucial question, it 
seems to me, is whether it is 
possible to resolve the doubts, 
Is there a reasonable hope 
that a new set of investigat- 
ors could bring in a convine- 
ing verdict? 

ji the new investigators 
could do this, it would of 
course be an enormous relief 
to everyone, For the argu- 
ment is compelling that the 
reasonable doubis which per- 

sist should be laid to rest and 
that the mystery and suspi- 
cions surrounding the mur- 
der of President Kennedy 
cught to be removed, 

The question is whether 
they can be removed. Would 

another set of judges, acting 
ag a kind of court of appeal, 
interpret differently the evi- 
dence collected by the War- 
ren Commission? Or is there 
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new evidence, which was not 

‘considered by the Warren 
Commission, that might re- 
verse the verdict? The argu- 
ment for an official reopen- 
ing of the case depends on 
affirmative answers to these 
questions, 

They have not yet been 
answered affirmatively. At 
the most, a certain amount of 
reasonable doubt exists, per- 
haps especiatly on the ques- 
tion of how many bullets 
were fired and therefore 
how many assassins there 
were. I think that a reopen- 
ing of the case would not 
now resolve the mystery in 
ato 1t Is enshrouded, There 
ig good reason to think that 
the doubts which persist will 
remain unresolved. a 

The practical conclusion to 
be drawn from this is, I think, 
that while the doubts can- 
not now be resolved by an 
official re-opening of the case 
—— Say by a committee in 
Congress — there ought ta 
exist a reputable agency, 
politically and financially in- 
Gependent, which is qualified 
to examine Niew interpreta- 
ons ot the ofd evidence and 
any new evidence that may be Drought ToPwar cr The Tae 

I do not myself expect that 
much light will soon be shed 
on the case. But the assurance 
that the inquiry. Ras not beén 
finally CIoséd dowik the ad= 
mission that doubts exist even 
though we do for know how 
to resolve tem. would do 
something fo allay the uneasi- 
ness {iat contaminates e 
anguish of the tragedy. 

But we must expect. I fear, 
to live for a long tinte with 
weStlONs al Wi no e 

answered conclusively. As 
human beings, that is a very 
hard thing to.do,


