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T seems a reasonable i'umﬂn»mt untll
this summer most Americans, including
most Americans who consider memaelvu

both open-minded and well-informed, -~ ac-
cepted the major conclusions of the Warren
Commission's report on the assassination of
President Kennedy. The commission held
that Lee Harvey Oswald had shot and killed
‘the Presldent and wounded Governor Con-
nolly from the sixth floor of the Texas
School Book Depository building. The repnrr.
‘also sald that Oswald had Jater shot and
l‘ed J. D. Tippit, a Dallas policeman; that
had done all this by himself, and that
Oswa!d had not been a party to any assas-
sination plot or conspiracy.

Bui if this was the genanu opinion, it
no longer appears to be so. The latest Louis
Harris poll indicates a growing ¢ doubt about
the circumstances of the ‘assassination and

. claims that s majority of the public now

believes that the Warren Report; for all its |
massive documentation, does not contain the
full story. It further reports that more peo-.
ple (48 per cent as against 34 per cent, for
what that's worth) think Oswald was in-
volved in’'a plot than that he acted alone.
" Publid-opinlon can, of course, be ‘'wrong, i
'and ;80 can public opinion polls; Yet if such
nahlﬂ:inopinlonhut.lkauphca..lthno‘
.doubt in large part due to the spate of books
Muﬂclum:thawummtmmt.
the Warren ;Commission, its ttndlngl 1tu
~methods and em its motives, .* ;

- Until recently, ‘these attacks have 'been ‘

' dismissable as tgo shrill, ‘tog one-sided, too_

insulting “and payancld, and too much the
work of habitual dissenters, left-wingers |
/or eccentrics. Then last July, Edward.|
Jay Epsteir’s “Inquest: The ‘Warren Com-'
misslon and the mmbliahmmt of ~Truth” .
was publishéd—& sol reasoned stud
Watershed

‘| that may now be

of anti-commission criti¢ism.
the commission itself had operated, and sug:
gestadhuwithndbam-hamperedbym

- -—-very reputzunn of ‘its distinguished —mm_-vl

5 Tl ol A proper statf and by |
rdifiary pressures for haste and |
umlmlty. and how it finally had been caught |
‘between conflicting demands, the demands
of truth and the demands of what might be
the best truth for the national interest.

One Book Paved the Way .

! “Inquest” was the first fully “respect-

sble” critique of the commission's

has bn?zxm. other, ‘often T,
books Lo the attention of serious readers.
"In the 3'51; 28 Issue of The New York

Review of Books, Richard H, Popkin, profes-

sor of philosophy at the University of Clll-
fornia at San Diego, wrote a lengthy article
Lhatstartedout as & review of the more
recent and, important_critical examinations
of the Warren Report, continued as a cri-
tique itself of the 'yeport, and. ended -up
offering an answer to the frequent charge -
by defenders of the commission- that no one
had yet come up with 'a more ‘reascnable’”
interpretation of the evidence and solution

. ! u.ﬁhed {1 papeg:u

to the lasusln&tion ﬂmn tlu.t premtml by
the repbrt.. maes

with an added’
introduction by Murrw Kempton, and ap-
pendices of pertinent documents’ from the
“Warren Report, and the National Archives.
For this reader, at least, “The Second Os-

- wald” is a very hasty book, but fascinating -

rendlng. _bnth hecause Mr. Popkin may be

“ontommeuunginhuouﬂimotnpmlhh

alternative adlutlnn, nmeeci.uu he writes -

"like a_ budding my

tery -expert. . /
Mr. Popkin's main thesls is that the War-
ren Commission's ohe-man golution i mot
just {mplausible but virtually. impossible, in
terms of the commission's own . evidence,.
Like Measrs. Epu‘bsln, Mark Lane (“Rush to
Judgment"), * Harold - Weisberg ' ("“White-

‘wash”), Leo Sauvage. ("'.m Oswald ‘Affair”)

and others, Mr. Popkin' is especially dis-
turbed by the oddly pristine -condition of
‘bullet. 399 (the bullet.that -supposedly went -
through’ the President's neck and wounded '

-qumrﬂmony.u.qthuwu“!wnd"

. Was - —on &

etcher Memeorial - ital).

He is also distorbed by sharply conflicting -
‘evidence over the paper bag fn which Oswald:
anay or may not haye transported his gun,
and by the, onnthnqu confusion over wheth- -
er the first bullet entered. the President's

meck” or six inches lower down his back. §1

This Tast is important in establishing the
angle of the bullet, the'likelthood of its hit-

ting the Goverror and, indeed; the possibility |

that it never left the PMMI‘-W ;

" About the Auto,lll! Repom
lﬂ' Popkin is distarbed too by the: vlg'lm

'—.l.nd conflicting reports of the autepsy: ‘per-
: formed &t Bethesda Naval Hospital, 'Arid ha .
. ‘notes that certain cruclal’ questions can be'

i m.swmd now only ‘with Mﬁfﬁeﬂt"m the

topsy photographs and.X-rays. He veports

-ths Warren Commission . (onlf ‘example, |
| AMONg many, Jutév‘ldmmﬁdmmdmd
Jeads not followed) "nor by the Fi &

‘reay of nmku% ¥
4 o hwym have -ta.ted

the autom

nuw beqn _qu-‘ :

m [T
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., that = publication of “the photographs was
' wlthheld l.t the requut,
dmedyy: ; S
Inhompdnywtthhh!ﬂhwerlt{cs,m
Pvpkm ‘believes that the Watren Commission: -
ueepted, rejected, investigated and Jgnored .
greaf deal of testimony'on the basis of its
support of the single-assassin hypothesis,'”
‘He believes no -adequate-solution -is possible
without a new and thorough im:

vestigation.
| There has already been talk of such an ins
vestigation in Congress, T UL g

+ In the meantims, Mr. Po
partlai and

hypotheti !
lrgues,uatleastmminmordwiththl

known evidence than s the Warren Report's, |
It also accounts for some of the more bizarre |

| discrepancies in the recorded testimony—

p&tﬂnuhﬂythouthnthlwmportedmwﬂd
in two places ntnn.ce—-uwallutm-thu

odd run-in with Patrolman Tippit and 'Os-|-

wald's pecullar self-assirance following his
,arrest, It is a theory of two (or more)
assassins, with Oswald - supplying a court-
_proof alibt both for "himself and for,the
“real” assassin, should either of them ba
caught. Admittedly porous and incomple

the hypothesis Is mtended to be sugg

of tiie possibliities of an iltemtive sulution,-‘ |

a.nd in t.h.l.s t gucteeds,

ho?wﬂl object to auch
l.bodkchuvi(rh of botH good and ques~
tionable grounds—just &3,members of the

‘Kennegy family ue:zu:vw reported to be |

‘objecting to, magazine serialization of Wil
liamManchester's forthcoming. (one trusts |
[t '{s'still forthcoming) beok, "The Death
of ‘a President.” - But the assassination was "
an event that belongs to! all of us, that -
none of us wiu ever get over. It is ' not
‘further - obfuscation ' (for whatever under-
standable réason) we now need, but grenter
clarity, i
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