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Lane made ¢k
Miss Meagher,
cause, but" rnerely .
ahger and distrust _.a
siders the Kenned: assasnn;ﬁon and
its aftermath to be characteristic of “a
" society ‘which bften ‘inflicts indignity,
imprisonment, and even death on the
obscure and: helpless/’ Let justice be
done. It makes no’ difference who is
saying it; that is the fitting sentiment.
Whether both of these books bring
us nearer to the utabhshment of truth
and justice is another question. Miss
Neagher was the author, about a year
and a half ago, of a welcome - and the

_only — Subject Index to the Warren Re-

port and Hearings and Exhibits (Scare-
crow Press, 1066). Her present book is
the Heshed-out index — that is, text and
summaries instead of page references
—plus a running and disjointed critical
commentary, It literally disassembles
the Warren Report into bits and
each of which it examines
with a magnifying glass if not
5 tivroscope. Miss Meagher does not
cut the bits and pieces together again
- which is all right, it was not her ob-
and for the researcher the book
performs a function. But the trouble
with i, as with Mark Lane’s earlier
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‘assassins
three), firing from at least two (again
‘Mr. Thompson thinks three} separate

rom a demonstration that _essential

there in the interstices of Miss Meagh-
er’s book, but under layers of trivia.

Six Seconds in Dallas is rather another
thing again. It is a padded book - and
a picture book, too, with about half
the space taken up by illustrations
that, to this lay eye, are nowhere near
as helpfui as the author must have
thought they would be. The padding
consists of an elaborate rehashmg of

‘eyewitness evidence which is in itself

not reliable, and becomes no more so
when Mr. Thompson assembles it in
statistical and then tabular form. But
Mr. Thompson has a thesis, around
which his book is structured, and
which requires ‘an answer that only a
fresh investigation could provide. The
thesis is that there were at least two
(Mr.  Thompson thinks

locations.

I have stated Mr. Thompson’s theory

B3 DEc.

s lafe in t'he day But to be
persuasive such a plea.x ‘must pmqeed: _

facts are yet to be established. The
a  elements of a demonstration of this
"sort are nothing new, and they.are

e

in reductionist fashion, arid I am
omitting mention of subsidiary pro-
positions, because I wish to put before
the reader the strongest part of the
‘case he makes, those doubts which are

_ not merely speculative, but serious,

arising from objective evidence that
requires explanation. Some time ago,
Vmcent Salandna a Philadelphia law-

the famous - Zapruder
: L‘Einat;on, thought he

,e:tpect after a shot coming
ne rear —but then after a split
moved left and backward. Mr.
son has pursued this observation
at detail and with much care. Ap-

 this is what happened. There
} by two Secret Service

; agenl;s in the Warren. Commission
_'hearmgs (V.ol I, pp. 73-77, 139-141)
1Y 5uggestmg

t the President’s car ac-
r te& caILy at about the time of

?ement back But Mr. Thomp-

_analysis of the film discounts
this explanaﬁon, and he may well be
right." If he “is. right, some other ex-
planation must be found; or another

“gunman, firing at almost ‘exactly the

same time from the stockade fence in
front and to the right of the car, be-
comes a-distinct. possibility.

Mr. Thompson’s book has its faults.
Even where it is strongest, it offers it-
self -a bit pretentiously, which is to
say, not as tentatively as it should,
and in other places it is quite athletic
in jumping to conclusions. But in his
analysis of the Zapruder film, and also
with respect to a curious dent in one
of the cartridge cases found in the
Texas School Book Depository Build-
ing, Mr, Thompson calls attention to
aspects of the physical evidence which
the Warren Commission ignored,
which raise serious, indeed crucial,
questions, and ~ what is most impor-
tant — which could be fruitfully rein-
vestigated even now. Testimonial evi-
dence has gone stale or has vanished.
But the physical evidence is there, as
good as ever. It may not be possible to
arrive at confident answers about all
the questions that it raises. The at-
tempt should, however, be made by
another official body, for the Warrcn
Commission did not try hard enough.



