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  Preface

  THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT CONCEIVED AND EXECUTED AT LEAST one John F. Kennedy assassination conspiracy.

  This conspiracy extended into and involved the White House.

  The proof presented for the first time in this book is the result of thirteen prolonged and costly lawsuits I filed under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) against various government components: the Department of Justice and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) and including the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and the National Archives.1

  Some of these lawsuits were precedential. One led to the Congressional amending of the FOIA to open FBI, CIA, and related files.

  Is there a smoking gun in these records?

  Yes. In fact there are many.

  But this book does not charge that the government conspired to kill JFK.2

  Not that smoking gun.

  For the first time anywhere, based on fact and evidence, not theory, this book assembles and documents indications that some members in the higher echelons of the military may have been involved in such a conspiracy.

  It proves, without any question at all remaining, upon examination of these once-secret official records, that there was an immediate and highest-level conspiracy created to see to it that the crime itself was not investigated and thus, that it would be impossible to investigate and solve at a later date.

  That is how Lee Harvey Oswald came to be accused immediately of being the lone assassin. This, too, is a smoking gun. There are others.

  How immediate was this conspiracy?

  It was conceived within hours of the crime, and within two days, it was recorded in these once-secret records. The conspiracy was put on paper as soon as it was known that Oswald had been killed by Jack Ruby. This meant there would be no trial. Now it was possible for the government to see to it—and it did—that no one else would be charged. Having no trial meant that it would not be necessary to present a case of Oswald’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt before a jury. It also meant that the alleged evidence did not have to be produced publicly and subjected to cross-examination, John Henry Wigmore’s wonderful engine for establishing truth. And it meant that no defense counsel would be presenting evidence that questioned, refuted, or destroyed the government’s case.

  That there was no real case against Oswald is established in my six previous books on the JFK assassination.3 That the alleged medical evidence could not have convicted Oswald but does prove that there existed a conspiracy to assassinate is proven, I believe overwhelmingly, in this book.

  On how high of a level was this government conspiracy? Virtually the very highest possible, with Attorney General Robert Kennedy immobilized as he was by the great tragedy.

  The very first step was taken by FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover. He ordained Oswald the lone assassin and declared there was no conspiracy the evening of the very day of the assassination, Friday, November 22, 1963.4

  Nicholas de B. Katzenbach was the Department of Justice’s number two man as the deputy attorney general. He was also the acting attorney general when Robert Kennedy was not there. Katzenbach then was the man in charge of the Department of Justice.

  He formulated the conspiracy, on paper, as soon as he knew that Oswald was dead and that there would be no trial. He put it in a memorandum to presidential assistant Bill Moyers, his official channel to President Lyndon Baines Johnson.5

  Katzenbach discussed his schemes with J. Edgar Hoover that Sunday afternoon, November 24, and got Hoover’s approval.6 There being no secretary or typist available on Sunday, Katzenbach drafted his plan in longhand. He had it typed and distributed early the next morning, Monday, November 25.7

  My documentation of this is complete; it includes Katzenbach’s handwritten draft of his Sunday memo to Moyers and the FBI headquarters (FBIHQ) internal memo acknowledging that Katzenbach and Hoover did conspire, (that word, naturally, never used) against solving the crime or letting it be solved—against even investigating it at all.8

  In late 1993, in compliance with the special law enacted to require the disclosure of still undisclosed records relating to the JFK assassination and its investigations, the government began making a vast quantity of records available at the National Archives. The volume was so great, some estimates stating that a million pages were being disclosed, that for all practical purposes there was and remains de facto denial to most Americans. The cost is prohibitive and few have the space for the several hundred file cabinets required to hold them. The media, however, praised the government for its openness. The CIA meanwhile disclosed a considerable volume of pages it had withheld. The FBI disclosed nothing at all. And those who did examine what was disclosed reported that a large percentage of those records had been revealed many years earlier and were not new. But the government was extoled for its openness.

  Basking in their praise the government retrieved from the Lyndon B. Johnson Library in Austin, Texas, transcripts of Johnson’s phone calls totaling about six hundred pages. This library, like all presidential libraries, is part of the National Archives. The government also made available duplicates of some of the tape recordings themselves. A few attracted great attention when aired on TV and radio. Contrary to the impression given the public, the disclosed transcripts were selected with some care. All were not disclosed, nor by far were all the tapes heard.

  What was disclosed—and I have copies of what was—includes no indication of any kind of the three Johnson phone conversations concerning the Hoover-Katzenbach conspiracy not to investigate the crime itself! Not Moyers’s call to Johnson, not Johnson’s immediate call to Hoover, and not his call to Katzenbach placed as soon as he had spoken to Hoover. Also not disclosed was Johnson’s call made early the night of the day of the assassination that, according to Hoover’s Warren Commission testimony, directed him to investigate and report on the crime.

  Some members of the media did refer to this Katzenbach memo, but then immediately explained it away as merely reflecting fear of a disastrous war as a result of the assassination.

  A never ending fear?

  What is stated as policy in the memo was the practice beginning then, and to this day, one that has not been changed or ended.

  It was not a disclosure, much as the media heralded it as what it was not, new information. I published it almost two decades earlier, in my 1974 book, Whitewash IV, with a facsimile reproduction of a staff memo on Chairman Earl Warren’s first meeting with his Commission staff on January 20, 1964.

  Without realizing that Johnson had hornswoggled him into tears, the staff listened while Warren told them that he took the job, knowing full well that he should not, to prevent getting “the country into a war which could cost 40 million lives” (Whitewash IV, page 24). If any such possibility had been believed to exist, it ended before the Commission held any hearings, most likely earlier, by the time it was appointed, seven days after the assassination. By then nothing at all had happened.

  In its treatment of the Katzenbach memo that articulated the conspiracy against investigating the crime itself, the unending conspiracy, the media again made itself apologist for errant officialdom rather than to serve its traditional role of exposing official miscreants.

  What walks like a duck, talks like a duck, and looks like a duck is not a duck to our media, which have yet to report that the crime itself was never officially investigated!

  And thus, until now, in this book, this conspiracy was left unexposed.

  There have been many allegations of a wide assortment of conspiracies, but not one is proven. They are theories. Virtually all are untenable when examined alongside the vast available volume of once-secret records.

  Not a single one of the many authors of the many popular conspiracy theories that are presented as “solutions” to the JFK assassination has come to examine the approximately .25 million pages of JFK assassination records I obtained as the result of those FOIA successful lawsuits. They all know that I have made these records available to others writing in the field. Those authors who have some knowledge of these facts merely ignore what is inconsistent with what they want to believe. If they did, they could not have promulgated the theories they present as fact.

  The wilder the theory presented, the more attractive it was to the proliferative, irresponsible talk shows that seek sensation. Over the years these theories have confused and misled the general public, turned the major media off even more, and had the effect of protecting those who failed the nation in that time of crisis and since then.

  Beginning with my first book, which was completed in mid-February 1965 and is based entirely on the Warren Report and its appended twenty-six volumes of evidence, my work is entirely factual and comes from the records of the official investigations. After completing my first book, which was the first on the Warren Report, I started a systematic examination of the Commission’s records at the National Archives. When the Freedom of Information Act was promulgated, I began efforts to obtain counsel to sue for the withheld records. When I could obtain counsel, I began a series of suits.9

  This book, my seventh on the subject, was inspired by the first of two lengthy articles in the Journal of the American Medical Association (JAMA). It was published in May of 1992. Never Again! draws on those articles, comparing them with the official records I obtained through the lawsuits and with the official assassination information I had published earlier. What JAMA published is based exclusively on the statements made to its editor, Dr. George D. Lundberg, and his reporter, Dennis L. Breo, by two of the autopsy prosectors, Dr. James J. Humes and Dr. J. Thornton Boswell. Both are pathologists, as is Lundberg. The third prosector present at the autopsy, Dr. Pierre Finck, refused to be interviewed by JAMA. Later he agreed.

  This book, for the first time, shows how the conspiracy was implemented, beginning with the instant refusal of the FBI to investigate the crime itself. The FBI even refused to accept free copies of clear photographs of the President being killed!10 I found this and similar evidence in the FBI’s Dallas records that they had kept secret even from FBI headquarters! Washington’s first knowledge of these records11 was when Dallas FBI produced them—and others like them— to process for disclosure to me in a lawsuit.12

  Whether or not the new President was involved in this conspiracy— and the reason to believe that he in fact was is credible and again official—his assistant Bill Moyers was at the very least knowing and silent. Katzenbach’s typed memo of Monday morning was rushed to Moyers. However, the Secret Service logs of Johnson’s phone conversations and travel that Sunday indicate that at what was virtually the first possible moment LBJ was free Moyers phoned him. They spoke briefly. Johnson then phoned Hoover first and then Katzenbach, all within a quarter of an hour.13

  Early the next morning all hell broke loose behind the scenes in Washington over Katzenbach’s proposal for the appointment of a presidential commission of the most eminent officials.14 Before the week was out, that, too, became another part of this conspiracy with the appointment and empowering of what came to be known as the “Warren Commission” after its chairman, the then Supreme Court Chief Justice Earl Warren.

  Hoover did not give orders to the Commission. He did control what it dared do, even what it dared think of doing, with the Byzantine manipulations of which he was the preeminent master in our Byzantium on the Potomac. He did this before the Commission was able to assemble its staff.15

  The Commission was appointed November 29, 1963. The first of Hoover’s leaks by means of which he controlled what the Commission would dare do appeared between December 2 and 5. Later on December 5, in an executive session that the Commission classified as TOP SECRET, Katzenbach assured it that only the FBI could have done the leaking because it alone had what was leaked.16 The TOP SECRET Commission executive session transcripts I obtained and published include the Commission’s January 22, 1964, confession of living in terror of what Hoover was up to and could do to it (Post Mortem, pages 475 ff.).

  Obtaining and publishing these transcripts was anything but easily accomplished. Forcing disclosure of the official records kept secret required that I file thirteen separate Freedom of Information Act lawsuits17 once it had become clear that the government had no intention of abiding by the law. Most of these entailed at least one trip to the federal court of appeals for the District of Columbia. One case got to the Supreme Court, where in failing, it became an exceptional success with what it brought about after the Court refused to accept the case. In 1974 Congress amended the investigative files exemption of the act, with this particular lawsuit cited as proof that amending was needed to accomplish the purposes of the act. This is what opened FBI, CIA, and similar files to FOIA access. As a result, I was able to compel the disclosure of this great volume of records.

  It was Senator Edward Kennedy who saw to it that the legislative history is complete and unequivocal (Congressional Record, May 30, 1967, page S 9336) in reflecting that this lawsuit persuaded the Senate to amend the investigative files exemption to open those records to FOIA access. After the FOIA was enacted and before its effective date (July 4, 1967), I tried to get the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) to represent me in my efforts to obtain withheld information. I took a well-known ACLU lawyer from one of Washington’s most prestigious law firms to the National Archives several times and showed him Warren Commission evidence that meant the exact opposite of what the Commission had concluded. He was visibly shaken. He then referred me to another lawyer. When I met with this second ACLU lawyer, I discovered that he would not represent me in FOIA litigation but as a criminal lawyer would when (as they anticipated) the FBI came after me for what I was doing.

  Looking back over the more than a third of the life of the United States of America I have lived through and recalling what I can of what I have learned and observed in my lifetime that includes experience as a reporter, an investigative reporter, a United States Senate investigator, editor, and a professional wartime intelligence analyst, it is not remarkable that the FBI took no overt steps against me.

  It did, however, resort to a sick assortment of dirty tricks that at this writing seem not to have ended. These include papering its officials and others in government, including the Department of Justice, whose lawyers defended the government in my FOIA lawsuits, with an assortment of half-truths, exaggerations, misrepresentations, and slanderous outright lies about my wife and me. These were intended to portray me as a “red” and an enemy of the government.18

  These papers became part of the FBI’s campaign to frustrate the FOIA and to deny me those records that as a matter of law I was entitled to have. Obtaining the records I did get, which is very far from all the FBI has that are relevant, would have been impossible had not my friend Jim Lesar represented me when he knew I could not pay him.

  In part because of the position in which my prior experience and work in the field put me and in part because I believe that the FOIA made me surrogate for the people, over the decades I’ve responded to probably thousands of requests from the media on the subject. As the media prepared for the twenty-fifth anniversary of the assassination in 1988, these requests were more voluminous. Over the decades, from supermarket tabloids to The New York Times and the Washington Post, reporters and editors have checked facts with me, as has TV and radio. To a lesser degree, book-publishing and magazine fact checkers also consulted me.

  In court the government’s campaign to keep FOIA information from me included false swearing that did on not infrequent occasions constitute the felony of perjury. For false swearing to be perjury the sworn lie must be material. Virtually all these FBI lies related to its denial of having the records I had requested and identified. This is material in FOIA litigation. And it could mean that the government lawyers, who presented this perjury to the courts, committed the crime of subornation of perjury.

  Not a single one of the judges to whom, under oath and thus myself subject to the penalties of perjury, I charged perjury by the FBI had the slightest interest. Not one made the most rudimentary effort to learn the truth. Not one addressed the question. Not one charged me with perjury.

  This is but one of the many means by which these FOIA efforts to bring JFK assassination facts and the truth to light were officially obstructed. My effort began with my requests of the FBI under the FOIA being ignored.

  In Civil Action 75-1996 I proved that the FBI alone of all agencies in the government had ignored more than two dozen of my FOIA requests. With this undenied in the court record, a Ralph Nader litigation group called it to the attention of the United States Judiciary Committee’s Subcommittee on Oversight of the Freedom of Information Act at its (published) hearings on September 15 and 16, October 6, and November 10, 1977.

  The subcommittee’s chairman, then Senator James Abourezk, asked at the outset: “Is the FBI a government unto itself” and whether the FBI “must” abide by the law (hearings, page 138). He followed this with the record I had made in court, including the FBI records that “approved” the stated policy not even to “acknowledge” my requests that under the law were to have been responded to within ten days (hearings, page 139). Quinlan J. Shea, then the Justice Department’s conscientious appeals office director, testified: “Mr. Chairman, if you are looking for a Department of Justice representative to defend that sort of practice in 1969, 1970, or any other time, I am not going to do it” (hearings, page 140).

  The FBI’s then-assistant director in charge of its FOIA branch, Allen McCreight, was mute during the department’s testimony cited above (hearings, pages 126 ff.). He did not promise to abide by the law.

  William G. Shaffer, then deputy assistant attorney general, Civil Division, which handled FOIA litigation for the department, and Mrs. Lynne Zusman, who headed its FOIA litigation section, did respond. Shaffer described my FOIA efforts as “of unique historical importance.” He admitted I did “have reason to complain about the way [I] was treated in the past.” He then promised that “we in the Civil Division are going to try to do something to straighten out all those cases” (hearings, page 140).

  The “something” the Civil Division promised to do consisted of organizing a “get Weisberg” crew of six of its lawyers, so described by one of them to Jim Lesar. When all six, plus a couple of other department and FBI lawyers, were present at the hearings in my CA 77-2155 and all were defeated, the “something” switched to perjury and other obstructions.

  Compelling the disclosure of about .33 million pages of these once-secret documents was not easy. It was enormously costly, monetarily as well as in the amount of time I could not use writing and making other use of the records as I obtained them. But in leading to the amending of the act, to the disclosures I was able to compel and put to use in my books—in making them forever available to anyone with any interest in them—it was worth that time and to me that is not an inconsiderable cost.

  What is remarkable is that I was able to do what I have done, which would not have been possible in any other country in the world. What is further remarkable is that, beginning in 1972, I was fortunate enough to survive many serious medical problems that are not uncommonly fatal. These medical problems did, however, come to preclude my effective use of the sixty file cabinets of these formerly secret records.

  Then, in May of 1992, the American Medical Association came to my rescue with its know-nothing campaign to support the conclusions of the Warren Report and defend the JFK autopsy pathologists whose actual record is not possible to defend on fact or with truth. The absolutely incredible thing the AMA did in several issues of its prestigious Journal simplifies into the insistence that the JFK autopsy pathologists were correct in 1963 merely because in 1992 they insisted that they were and that nothing else makes any difference. This provided a skeleton that could be fleshed out with a minimum of searches for information in the formerly secret official records and with the information I had earlier brought to light and published— materials that were readily available to the pathologists and to JAMA.

  Over the years my work has grown into a rather large study of how the basic institutions of our society work—or fail to work—in those times of great stress and since then. The major media are one of our basic institutions. Among medical publications JAMA’s influence and importance are unique. What it did in those several issues symbolizes the abdication of and other failings of the major media.

  JAMA is just the latest of consequences of this successful official conspiracy I have sought to recall and retrieve from this probably unprecedented mass of once-secret official information. I will tell a full story of how this conspiracy was carried out, and the environment in which it was, to make it comprehensible and to leave it without reasonable question.

  Even in a very long book it is not possible to include all information. One example of this omission is the files I have established relating to Hoover’s and the FBI’s leaking, the means by which they asserted control. Control is the name of Hoover’s and the FBI’s game.

  This successful conspiracy did have the effect of seeing to it that those who plotted and assassinated would not be brought to justice then or in the future. In not investigating the crime itself, the government, chiefly Hoover and his FBI, also assured that there would be no leads for others. In conspiring so that the crime could not be solved, the government in effect protected a coup d’état.

  Assassinating President Kennedy meant we would automatically have Lyndon Johnson as president.

  No two men believe in and have identical policies. These men differed widely in personality and on some major issues, particularly in foreign affairs. Once Johnson assumed the presidency, he did change some of Kennedy’s national policies. One example of this was his abandonment of Kennedy’s stated policy that the United States would not recognize any military dictatorship that overthrew a democratically elected government. Juan Bosch was elected President of the Dominican Republic. The Dominican military revolted and threw Bosch out. Johnson sent the Marines and the Navy in support of the revolting Dominican military, and a president acceptable to the Dominican military was installed.

  There is controversy over whether Kennedy intended withdrawing from Vietnam, our intrusion into the affairs of another country that began with the Eisenhower-Nixon administration. When I interviewed one of Kennedy’s generals, James P. Gavin, in June, 1967, when we were both at the annual convention of the American Booksellers Association in Washington, D.C., he told me that Kennedy had called him and other generals into his office and discussed Vietnam with them.

  “What can I do to persuade you that Vietnam is a political problem and that political problems are not susceptible to military solutions?” Kennedy said in his approach to Gavin and the other generals.

  Gavin was certain that Kennedy intended to withdraw from Vietnam after the coming election, and he approved of that policy.19

  Whatever the purposes of the assassination, major policy changes were inevitable and they ensued.

  So it is to make as comprehensible as is possible and as full an account as is possible in this book that I can draw upon what can make for an understanding of how the government conspiracy not to solve the crime could and did achieve success. It was not possible to use all such records or to include all the people involved. I hope here I have made the most informative use of the records possible.

  This conspiracy was an unprecedented event in our history—at least in our more recent history.

  But never before in our history was there a law that says the people have the right to know what their government does. No other country as far as I know has this right established in law for its people.

  Although bureaucrats and those who control government may not agree, the FOIA can make for better, more honest, more responsive, and more responsible government. It makes possible the rectification of error not perceived by those in authority who err.20

  It is my experience with and under the law that just about all bureaucrats detest it and that all presidential administrations abominate, inhibit, and nullify it with policies inimical to the law and executive orders proscribing and limiting it.

  But to a degree that in retrospect I regard as both inadequate and satisfactory, it did work. I did obtain these records, and with good fortune I have been able to draft this book that I hope enables us to learn and perhaps in the future may be valued. It can be if it does no more than help perfect the historical record of this unprecedented government conspiracy—and of the great crime it protected.

  Santayana warned us that if we do not learn from our past we are doomed to relive it.

  There was no joy, no elation for me in finding proof of an official JFK assassination conspiracy in the official records so long denied to me. There is none in writing it. There is a feeling of responsibility, of unpleasant obligation and duty, and there is the satisfaction, perhaps the reward, of meeting a citizen’s debt.

  If I had been willing to charge the government with conspiracy when the proof was not available, beginning in 1965, I could have, in the words of one editor, become “rich and famous.” If I had been willing in 1966, after accumulating more than one hundred international rejections for Whitewash without a single adverse editorial comment, I could have had another chance at it. A major publisher wrote me that if I would reorganize the book into charging a government conspiracy it would be “an extraordinary, important book” they’d be glad to publish.21 He asked that I go to New York and confer “with one of the most impressive legal minds,” with a “lawyer of liberal persuasion and utterly fearless.” Then I’d be on my way.

  I found this fearless pillar of wisdom to be most concerned about my making what he described as very serious charges against the Commission’s lawyers with mere “misrepresentation.” If he’d read the book with an open mind, he would have known they lied their heads off.

  The book he wanted would have lacked credibility because no proof of any conspiracy was then available. Without the proof, I refused to state it as so.

  If the first book on the Warren Commission had said more than the evidence made available by that Commission justified, it would have been flogged mercilessly, and justifiably. While some criticism of the Commission was inevitable, for LBJ’s purposes it would have been helpful for the first book about the Commission to lack credibility, to appear to be extreme, and to receive the criticism irresponsibility warrants. Whitewash’s history justified my decision. While it did not bring me wealth, it was the first and has become the basic book on the Commission. From the time it appeared, and for the twenty-seven years before JAMA’s political adventuring with the assassination, its facts and its conclusions have been available in the bookstores to those who want them.

  The famous publisher’s offer is what made me decide that I should publish the book unchanged. Copies were in major newspaper offices less than a fortnight after my conference with that legal eminence. In the more than two and a half decades since then, no single error in it has been called to my attention, and no person mentioned in it has complained about unfairness or inaccuracy.

  Giangiacomo Feltrinelli, of Milan, then the western world’s most radical publisher, translated and published Whitewash in early 1967 as Chi ha ucciso Kennedy? Le prove della congiure. He then asked me to write “a clear indictment” that would be a “tremendous j’accuse’,” meaning to “cut and slash” the government, based on a theory he was sure I had.22

  I was still no more willing to be irresponsible and to theorize official criminality, or without proof, to write such a book.

  I began to gather the proof after the FOIA investigative-files exemption was amended over my earlier lawsuit. It was a major disappointment to me that the major media, which had failed to meet its obligations in the JFK assassination and the official investigations that followed, ignored this rare validation of Andrew Jackson’s proud boast that this is a nation in which one determined man can become a majority. Not one single story reported that the Congress amended the act because of an unknown with no influence at all.

  The first, and the only, mention of this event (of one determined man becoming a majority) was on January 17, 1978, in an unusual lawsuit I had filed. In it I asked the court to delay the release of what the FBI referred to as its “general” releases of JFK assassination records until it had provided me with copies. In this way I could respond to media inquiries and prevent the misuse of these disclosures as a “media event” in support of the FBI’s position on the JFK assassination.

  That was a man-bites-dog story: the critic who wrote the first book on the Warren Report asks for a temporary order to delay the disclosure of assassination records. Washington Post reporter George Lardner was in the courtroom. Lardner heard Judge Gerhard Gesell say in his decision, in the words Lardner used in his story published the next morning, “It is apparent that no consideration whatsoever” was given to provisions of the FOIA that distinguish between commercial benefit and serving the public interest [my purpose], and no consideration at all was given to my “poor health and indigency.” Gesell ordered that this first vast installment of the greater volume of records that were to follow be given to me “with all reasonable dispatch.” They were.

  That “poor health” then became my major problem. A series of complications following successful surgeries left me with limited mobility: able to walk only short distances, able to use the basement stairs only a few times a day, and unable to stand still before file cabinets other than momentarily. I had the need to keep my legs elevated when not walking, and beginning more than three years before I began to write this book, my cardiologist ordered me not to lift more than fifteen pounds. Consequently, receiving such a mass of files posed serious problems for me.

  Rae Barrett of Sharon, Vermont, organized and inventoried these records in four long rows of file cabinets in our basement. I was quite fortunate to have her efficient help. Before returning to Sharon to care for ill family members, she also did most of the record searching to be used in my FOIA lawsuits, and she assisted in the preparation to take the depositions of a number of FBI agents deposed in those lawsuits. She more than anyone else, through her considerable, efficient, and intelligent effort in establishing these files, is responsible for the access to them that I and others who use them enjoy.

  These sixty file cabinets of records will be, in time, a free, permanent, and public archive at Hood College in Frederick, Maryland. In time the school plans to make these records available to other institutions through imaging techniques.

  Jim Lesar is the other indispensable contributor to my efforts. Before Jim took the District of Columbia bar examinations, he did the appeals briefing in the case over which the Congress amended the investigative-files exemption in 1974. For this and for much else we are all in his debt. When I obtained the until-then TOP SECRET Warren Commission executive session transcript in 1974 and could not pay for its publication, he borrowed the money with which I then was able to publish Whitewash IV, of which he is the coauthor.

  Perhaps the most unusual of our many shared experiences was when he was James Earl Ray’s counsel and I was the investigator for the case in which the man accused of assassinating Martin Luther King, Jr., sought the trial he never had. I did the investigating for the habeas corpus proceeding, and Jim did the briefing. As a result Ray was granted an evidentiary hearing to determine whether or not he would be granted a trial. I did the investigating for those two weeks of hearings in Memphis in 1974 and located the witnesses; Jim presented them and their testimony to the court. We actually exculpated Ray, only to have Federal District Court Judge Robert R. MacRae hold that on what was before him, guilt or innocence, was immaterial. He continued to deny Ray a trial. As in the JFK case the only official candidate for assassin was convicted without any trial. We were subjected to many pressures. Even Jim’s mail from the Supreme Court of the United States was crudely opened before being given to him. I was threatened overtly in the presence of a witness by the slate’s assistant attorney general, Henry Haile.

  Over these many long years that now seem even longer than they were, many, many good and caring people, more by far than I can remember, helped me in arranging for my appearances and providing transportation and housing for me. Some helped by obtaining information for me. There are many more than I now can remember. To mention and thank some and not others—inevitable when there are so very many—would be unfair. I hope that they read this and understand that I do appreciate what they did, from south to north and into Canada, from coast-to-coast, and from Australia and New Zealand to the former iron curtain in Europe.

  Two dear friends to whom for years I have been particularly indebted for their many acts of kindness and for their assistance are Dr. David R. Wrone, Professor of History of the University of Wisconsin at Stevens Point, and Dr. Gerald McKnight, Professor of History at Hood College. Over the many years of our cherished friendships, their extensive help, personal and professional, has meant much and continues to do so. Jerry is a neighbor, and particularly during the years of my illnesses and its limitations, there was no personal need we had for which he did not take the time from his own busy days to meet. Professionally he and Dave Wrone for years have been more than merely helpful. When Dave read the first few drafts of this book, he began retyping them on his computer. This was particularly difficult work because when I type I must keep my legs elevated, and with the typewriter to one side, my hunt-and-peck typing is full of errors and my handwriting is close to illegible. Without him this book might never have been presentable enough to show to a publisher.

  Wrone and McKnight teach courses on the politics of assassination—not as whodunits—but as government and political science studies. Wrone is coauthor with DeLloyd Guth of the only professional bibliography in the field (The Assassination of John F. Kennedy. Westport, CT.: Greenwood Press, 1980). McKnight at the time of this writing has just completed the manuscript of a book on Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.’s last major project, the Poor People’s Campaign, a project that he did not live to lead. He is also the author of several scholarly studies published by The South Atlantic Quarterly on the FBI’s domestic-intelligence intrusions into the sanitation-workers’ strike, which King was in Memphis to support when he was assassinated, and on a group of young Memphis-area blacks who called themselves, provocatively, The Invaders, after a then popular TV program. Wrone and McKnight are the only two professional historians who are true experts on the assassinations.

  When Rae Barrett had to return to her family, there was much I was not able to do because for practical purposes I do not have access to those four rows of file cabinets and the innumerable boxes in our basement. My dear friend of many years, Richard Gallen of New York City, with great thoughtfulness and kindness made it possible for Helen Wilson, of Owings, Maryland, to help me into her senior year at Hood College, particularly with filing and refiling records needed for this book.

  Without my wife, Lillian Stone Weisberg, my work would not have been possible. In dedicating my first book to her and making no other dedications since, I intended and still intend to dedicate all my work to her. Without her many sacrifices and the great amount of time she has devoted so effectively to so many of my work’s aspects, I could not have done it. She corrected my many typographical errors and others in the book manuscripts for which she was also in effect typesetter, proofreader, and indexer. She corrected and retyped those innumerable FOIA lawsuit affidavits, some of which are, with their attachments, book-length. In all they take up several file drawers. Into her eightieth year when most of us look for ease and less work of any kind, she handles most of the details of our tiny publishing enterprise. And through my troubles she has been so much more than a wife, from the moment of the assassination until now. She has been, in every sense, indispensable to my work.

  Although it becomes obvious in this book I nonetheless articulate my back-handed indebtedness to the American Medical Association and its Journal, the famed JAMA of medicine, and to the nation’s organized doctors and their know-nothing attempt to rewrite our history and the actualities of the great tragedy of the assassination.

  Dr. George Lundberg, JAMA’s editor, and his writer Dennis Breo, who became Lundberg’s hired gun, did not soil the propaganda in defense of the indefensible Warren Report and of the autopsy pathologists (whose indefensible incompetence in forensic medicine will mark them forever in our history) with as little as a single officially established fact about the assassination other than when mentioned accidentally by the autopsy pathologists. For the most part those people I refer to as JAMA’s gang of four pretend that their ignorance is in fact omniscience, that there are no facts relevant to the assassination other than what the two pathologists spoke of in their JAMA interviews.

  My work has proven that our basic institutions failed us. Ignorant intrusion into the intense political controversy over the JFK assassination and its investigations makes JAMA the unavoidable symbol of the major media and their failures, something many governmental agencies and the courts did as well with their post-assassination failures and abdication of responsibility.

  The use of words like “lie,” as I am well aware, is generally frowned upon. But as Ecclesiastes says, there is a time and a place for everything. There are times when understatement is appropriate. This is a time when understatement is not appropriate.

  The AMA and its Journal intruded into the intense controversy over the assassination of President Kennedy and its investigations without the most perfunctory attempt to learn the established truth. Instead they decided to support the thoroughly discredited official accounts of both the crime and its official investigations and to accept the words of the autopsy prosectors who also had been discredited thoroughly and officially. That means they began with the intent to lie.

  This applies to the prosectors as well, more so because what they told Lundberg and Breo is proven to be false by their sworn testimony and by many other means. Unless they were perjurers under oath thirty years ago, they were liars to Lundberg and Breo in 1992.

  When this relates to that most subversive of crimes, the assassination of a president, the official investigations of it, and to the involvement of these pathologists, the matter hardly could be more serious, the offenses hardly greater. Forthrightness with the reader and with history require that such offenses not be glossed over.

  This is a long book because I sought to address each and every one of JAMA’s distortions, misrepresentations, and outright lies, of which there are many.

  It is a long book because of the abundance of documentary and evidentiary riches, unknown or only very little-known, I have accumulated over three decades of arduous and sometimes pioneering work. The knowledge I acquired in the course of my work enables me to try to put it all in context; to try to assemble for history enough of the relevant information required for an all-encompassing understanding of this complex and strongly controversial subject so important to the nation; and to include information on what the government did and did not do.

  It is long because it is essential for context and for the full understanding of all the failures that individually and collectively endanger our system or freedom through self-government. This has never been done before, with fact and with official proof.

  These considerations more than any others compelled me to make the not inconsiderable effort this book represents for an aging, ailing, and infirm man in his eighties.

  This book means much to me, more perhaps than it would mean to most, because I am the first member of my family ever born into freedom.

  In no other country could this have been possible.

  Is this not a tribute to our country?

  Because the government conspiracy that I bring to light is a danger to our system, it is my hope that I have, in the words of another writer, gone where no man has been, and what is more important, in her words, left a path for others.

  I had hoped to do that with my first book, and to a degree, I did.

  I hope again that I have done this.

  “Let justice be done though heaven should fall.”

  —an old Latin proverb

  

  1 These lawsuits are listed by their federal district court for the District of Columbia case numbers along with some of the appeals to the circuit court for the District of Columbia in the bibliography. Also several suits for records relating to the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., are listed. The withheld records disclosed to me as a result of the FOIA lawsuits total about .33 million pages. Ultimately all such records, along with my own work, will be available as a permanent public archive at Hood College in Frederick, Maryland. These lawsuits are listed in the bibliography.

  2 See especially chapter 2, “Dirty Linen.”

  3 Whitewash: The Report on the Warren Report (1965); Whitewash II: The FBI-Secret Service Coverup (1966); Photographic Whitewash (1967); Oswald in New Orleans (1967); Whitewash IV (1974); and Post Mortem (1975). Martin Luther King: The Assassination (1993) formerly Frame-Up (1969, 1971).

  4 62-109060, Not Recorded, [Cartha] DeLoach to [John P.] Mohr, 6/464. Original in a “94”-classification file, number illegible. This is a memorandum intended for Director J. Edgar Hoover covering the interview he gave author William Manchester. But nobody inside the FBI ever addressed Hoover by name. What was intended for him was addressed to the writer’s immediate superior who, in turn, forwarded it to his superior until it reached, in those days, Hoover’s deputy and closest friend, Clyde Tolson. He decided whether or not to forward it to Hoover’s office. A “Not Recorded” serial is a duplicate filing, one that is not the “Record” or “Recorded” copy.

  The “94”-file classification is ostensibly for “Research Matters” only, but in fact it was a catchall political file. It held copies of Hoover’s writings and correspondence, the FBI’s files on the media, on its lobbying, leaking, and propaganda, and on other matters that seemed delicate enough to justify hiding them in a manner that would frustrate a normal search. Normal searches held that “Research Matters” were not what was being sought. I have never had any FOIA request for records filed as “94” met. In my experience the FBI and its Department of Justice counsel just have refused such requests and always have gotten away with it, whether under appeal or in court. File number 62-109060 is the FBIHQ’s main JFK assassination file. It should not be confused with 62-109090, its main liaison with the Warren Commission file.

  5 The Department of Justice file copy is from its file 129-11. It had been kept in a file by Howard P. Willens, a Department of Justice lawyer loaned to the Warren Commission and its liaison with his actual employer, the Department of Justice, until May 21, 1965. I also have a copy of Katzenbach’s handwritten draft of this memo, obtained from the Department’s Criminal Division. The FBIHQ file copy is from its general JFK assassination file, 62-109060, in which it is part of Serial 1399.

  6 This is also a part of FBIHQ 62-109060-1399, with copies directed only to six of the most powerful FBI officials none lower in rank than assistant director.

  7 Dallas FBI file 89-43-393. See chapter 2, “Dirty Linen,” for these and other related records in greater detail and for documentation.

  8 Johnson’s activities, transportation, movements, and phone calls for Sunday, November 24, 1963, were obtained at my suggestion from the LBJ Library by my friend Dr. Gerald Ginocchio, Professor of Sociology at Wofford College, Spartanburg, South Carolina.

  9 I filed Civil Action (CA) 70-2569 against the National Archives as my own lawyer. As a result the archives was required to take clear and comprehensible photographs of the President’s shirt collar and tie and let me examine them. But in violation of its own regulations it refused me copies. See page 244–47 for other views I got from the FBI.

  10 See Post Mortem, pages 247, 318, 323, and 613. The National Archives’s photographer told me that the FBI had employed all its remarkable skill in order to make the copies provided to the Commission to be unclear and as professionally incompetent as any he ever had seen.

  11 See chapter 2, “Dirty Linen” for FBI 89-43-493.

  12 CA 78-0322, later combined with CA 78-0420, a similar lawsuit seeking all of the New Orleans FBI office’s JFK assassination records. This particular Dallas record is in its main JFK assassination file. Its number is 89-43. This document is Serial 493. See chapter 2, “Dirty Linen.”

  13 See footnote 8.

  14 Katzenbach’s proposal that LBJ appoint a presidential commission to investigate the assassination involved double-crossing and triple-crossing as LBJ and Katzenbach were assuring Hoover that LBJ did not approve of it while he in fact was putting it in place. And Johnson was involved with the FBI’s successful effort to talk the Washington Post out of endorsing the appointment of a presidential commission. Very early on Monday morning there had been a leak to the Post of the recommendation that a commission be appointed. The Post liked the idea. There then was a leak to the FBI that it favored a commission. Cartha DeLoach, who then was in charge of the FBI’s lobbying, leaking, propaganda, and at least some aspects of its usually polite blackmailing, misrepresented Johnson’s position to the Post and persuaded it to cancel its planned endorsement of the appointment of a presidential commission. Johnson’s other manipulations included leading Richard B. Russell, a respected conservative leader of the southern Democrats, to believe that he would not be appointed to the Commission and then appointed him nonetheless, as Russell told the author. It was Russell’s belief that Johnson appointed him to the Commission to prevent Russell from leading the Senate opposition to civil-rights legislation.

  It is the author’s belief that Johnson selected the Commission’s members for their reputations, standing, and political following. That Russell was a member of the Warren Commission assured that Russell’s conservative and southern supporters would not publicly disagree with whatever the Commission concluded. The major sources supporting this view are the author’s interview of Russell and their correspondence and FBIHQ JFK assassination records, duplicate copies of which are filed in the author’s subject files. Until his death, which he knew was imminent, Russell encouraged the author’s inquiry into the Warren Commission and its conclusions. Insofar as this relationship was recorded by Russell and his staff, it is also reflected in the deposit of Russell’s records at the University of Georgia, Athens, Georgia.

  15 See chapter 2, “Dirty Linen,” especially quotations from the transcript of the Commission’s executive session of January 22, 1964. See also the full texts of this transcript and that of the executive session of five days later, both published in facsimile in Whitewash IV, pages 36 ff. and in Post Mortem pages 475 ff.

  16 Here and throughout the author draws on a simply enormous volume of records much too numerous and voluminous for him to even try to list. Duplicate copies made from the originals in what he describes as his “subject” files. There is one, for example, on this particular leak by the FBI.

  Through FOIA actions I obtained copies of all but one of these executive session transcripts. They are Byzantine in content and in their reflection of the Commission members’ attitudes, actions, perceptions of their function and of the problems they faced, particularly from Hoover and the FBI. Here are just two of the numerous illustrations provided by Gerald Ford.

  The missing executive session transcript was withheld under the feigned need to protect the privacy of Norman Redlich. He was then next in rank on the Commission’s staff to its general counsel, J. Lee Rankin. Rankin had been solicitor general of the United States in the Department of Justice, the official who represents the department before the Supreme Court. From several hundred pages of records that the author obtained from the National Archives outside that particular FOIA lawsuit, he is without doubt that the actual reason for withholding this one transcript is to protect the reputation of former President Gerald Ford. (Confirmed by its later release). At that executive session Ford sought to accomplish what a weird collection of political extremists and virulent racists had failed to accomplish: getting Redlich, a Jew, fired for what he was not, a “red.” For more on Ford’s little-known record as a member of the Warren Commission and the means by which he was able to become our only unelected president, see Whitewash IV, index, page 219. Again, with official records only, it is proven beyond any doubt that in the hearing of the Senate Judiciary Committee considering his appointment to be vice president, which is unprecedented in our history, Ford swore falsely. Whitewash IV first states this on page 11 and goes on to prove it with added detail. Ford’s false swearing includes his statement that in his commercializing of his Warren Commission work in his book, Portrait of the Assassin (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1965), he had used only what the Commission published.

  In fact he stole and misused the Commission’s TOP SECRET executive session transcript of January 27, 1964. He then edited it, and in other ways doctored and altered the transcript, presenting his major changes in what was said and meant as having been in the original when they were not. See the word-for-word comparison prepared for this author by Paul Hoch of Berkeley, California, printed in Whitewash TV, pages 124-30. Ford was an FBI informer on the Commission’s secrets. This is the subject of a separate file in the author’s FBI record files.

  17 These lawsuits are listed in the bibliography.

  18 See chapter 2, “Dirty Linen.” There is a large collection of such prejudicial, defamatory, dishonest, and false records in the author’s subject file.

  19 This interview was broadcast on the syndicated radio book-and-author program Author’s Roundtable.

  20 Perhaps the most anti-American evil ended by the democratic means of exposing it that was made possible by use of the FOIA is the FBI’s police-state abuse to which it gave the Orwellian name of “Counterintelligence Program” or “Cointelpro.” We are indebted to Carl Stern, NBC-TV News legal correspondent in Washington, whose FOIA efforts brought it to light. Stem had expressed an interest in the law when I first used it, discussed it with me, and asked me to discuss my experiences with NBC counsel, which I did.

  Then, when the act was amended in 1974, Stern filed for and obtained FBI Cointelpro records. It was then immediately apparent that this “program” had nothing at all to do with counterintelligence and that the name was only a cover for intrusions into the lives and affairs of Americans who, for various reasons, usually political, the FBI did not like. Lives were ruined by it, as were careers, including those of the famous as well as the little-known. The program involved violence; the husband of a well-known actress claimed that the FBI’s probe drove his wife to suicide.

  21 In the author’s files.

  22 Letter to author from Giangiacomo Feltrinelli.


  Foreword

  “AN ELEMENTARY PRINCIPLE OF GOOD JOURNALISM [IS] THE REQUIREMENT to examine a subject in its entirety and seek out the point of view of the other side.”

  These are the words of the lead editorial in one of the nation’s leading newspapers, the Washington Post, of August 15, 1992. They were addressed to those who for nonpartisan political reasons distorted, misrepresented, and were untruthful in espousing an inflexible preconception without regard to the readily available facts. The Post also criticized “sly formulation” that “stops short” of telling an outright lie.

  These wise words state the intent of this book, “to examine a subject in its entirety and to present the other side’s point of view.” And in so doing, I will make a record of and call to public attention the departures from this traditional standard of American “good journalism” by the Journal of the American Medical Association in its May 27, 1992, and later articles on the assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

  That issue featured two articles by JAMA’s “At Large” reporter, Dennis L. Breo, based on interviews by JAMA’s editor, Dr. George D. Lundberg, a pathologist, of two of the three military pathologists who performed the autopsy on the body of President Kennedy at the Naval Hospital, Bethesda, the night of Friday, November 22, 1963. They are James J. Humes and J. Thornton Boswell.

  JAMA did not “examine” the “subject in its entirety,” and it did not “seek out the point of view of the other side.” Examining this entire subject requires that it be presented in context, with all that is relevant and available examined with it, including “opposing viewpoints.” It requires also that the word of any one person not be blindly accepted as truth without an effort to determine whether or not it is true—and that what is not proven to be true not be presented as truth. Otherwise, instead of journalism, there is propaganda.

  “[I]n its entirety” is a quintessential requirement where there is controversy, as there was and will be surrounding the JFK assassination and the autopsy performed on his body.

  If we do not examine the subject “in its entirety,” we get what John Godfrey Saxe (1816-1887) described decades ago in his poem “The Wise Men and the Elephant.” Six wise men, all blind, were take for the first time to an elephant. One of the wise men felt a leg. He announced he was touching a mighty oak. A second, who grasped the wriggling tail, disputed the first, proclaiming it was a snake. And none of the six, for all their wisdom, identified an elephant.

  This was what happened when Lundberg restricted himself in questioning these two pathologists, without speaking to anyone else who was present and without regard to “the other side” that was readily available to him. Humes and Boswell said only what it suited them to say. Breo, who wrote the articles, then used what suited him and Lundberg to use.

  This book, the ignored “other side,” examines the subject “in its entirety,” using what was readily available to Humes and Boswell and to Lundberg and Breo, along with what they said, what JAMA published, and what Lundberg said about what he published. The information in this book, ignored by this quartet, is all official information. It is in the records of “the President’s Commission on the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy,” better known as the Warren Commission, after its chairman, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, Earl Warren, and in the records of the executive agencies of the federal government.

  I hope the reader will not perceive a mighty oak or a snake, but a complete elephant.

  There is widespread confusion, misrepresentation, and outright lying about “withheld” official JFK assassination records. No one contributed more to this situation, which encouraged additional withholdings of these records, than Oliver Stone. In the course of promoting himself and his movie-in-production, JFK, his crass commercialization of the assassination, he said, with considerable public attention, anything at all that seemed likely to get him and his movie attention. He lied from the very beginning, claiming, from the profundity of his ignorance and indifference to fact, that “all” Warren Commission records were withheld when in fact 98 percent of them were not. He also alleged that an undescribed “entire” official record was withheld when I alone had .25 million pages of it without having all that had been disclosed.

  Typical of those who seek and get attention with such startling charges, Stone had no interest in looking at them or in asking for copies of them. He knew I had them and that I give all writers free and unsupervised access to these records. But neither Stone nor his staff researchers nor virtually all others who have written books advancing unproven and unprovable conspiracy theories as solutions has come to do any research. Stone’s propaganda prevented the immediate vote in the House of Representatives to disclose the withheld records of its former Select Committee on Assassinations.

  The movie was greeted with a widespread demand for the disclosure of withheld records. It led people to believe these records hold a smoking gun. They do not! It then would have been politically hazardous for any Representative to oppose disclosure of those records. All that was required was a simple resolution of the House alone. The Senate would not have been involved, and the President’s signature was not called for. And if Stone had kept his flapping mouth closed, popular demand was so great such a resolution could have been passed overnight. But having promoted both himself and his movie by making ignorant and false claims for months and being unwilling to forgo the benefit of movie-ticket sales or to the personal publicity on which he thrives, Stone demanded at the hearing before which he testified, that “all” official records be disclosed.

  This required that all the committees with jurisdiction in each house of Congress hold hearings. After this each house would agree on a single bill, with all the conflicting views reconciled. Then the conferees of both houses would agree on a single bill, again reconciling differences. And finally both houses would agree on the bill that emerges from the conference.

  A bill then passed by the Senate and the House required the signature of President George Bush who had been the CIA director and who had already announced his opposition to any such bill. As had the CIA he had headed. Ultimately this is what happened, but it caused two years of delay. It then made the greater mass of records more difficult for individual researchers to digest.

  Despite the misinformation concerning the ill-conceived and misdirected campaign for the disclosure of “all” withheld JFK assassination records, so many of which had in fact been disclosed and ignored, the fact is not diminished that a great volume of formerly withheld records are, and for years, have been publicly available.

  On one side stand JAMA and all the other Warren Commission supporters, including its counsels, some of whom have become prominent (and our only unelected president, who is the only living Commission member), and on the other side are those who substitute conspiracy theories of their own weaving for reality. All abuse the truth and deceive the people while confusing them, each side foreclosing any possibility of an honest and impartial official effort to establish the truth about the crime and its investigations.

  It is not possible to write responsibly about the JFK assassination or its investigation without knowledge and use of what records are publicly available. It is spectacularly irresponsible for JAMA’s ex cathedra pronouncements to be made entirely oblivious to and ignorant of this great volume of publicly available information.

  The Warren Commission’s life ended officially on the day it issued its 912-page Report, September 27, 1964. Some of the staff kept on working to publish the Commission’s appendix. It consists of twenty-six large volumes, running an estimated ten million words. The first fifteen volumes are transcripts of the testimony taken by the Commission. The other eleven consist of the Commission’s exhibits.

  When the Commission’s records were transferred to the National Archives, their volume was estimated at two hundred cubic feet, including the containers that held them. Subsequently other materials were placed in this archive by the executive agencies. The last published estimate of the extent of these records that are not publicly available is only 2 percent of the entire archive.

  Readers are entitled to know, I believe, more about those who write on controversial subjects than is usually encapsulated on the dust jackets of books.

  I am the first member of my family ever born into freedom.

  I believe that we all are born, in poet Robert Frost’s words from “Stopping by Woods on a Snowy Evening,” with “promises to keep and miles to go before [we] sleep.” Each of us decides for himself whether or not he does have promises to keep, and if so, whether or not he keeps them or how he keeps them.

  Those who are born into freedom are also born with the obligation of helping to preserve this inherited freedom. Freedom did not come to us automatically, and it is not preserved automatically. Its preservation requires effort, sometimes struggle, and sometimes the struggle is difficult and costly.

  Freedoms are like muscles. If they are not used, they atrophy and are lost.

  I regard those who in my youth were commonly referred to as our Founding Fathers as the greatest political thinkers the world has ever produced. They are more than our Founding Fathers. They introduced an entirely new concept of freedom through representative self-government. This is both our inheritance at birth and an obligation imposed upon us at birth. The obligation is to seek to defend and preserve the freedom we inherited, the freedom implicit in our Declaration of Independence and in our Constitution.

  Governments, by their nature and resulting from the desire of those who govern to continue to govern as they see fit, can and do endanger freedom. In order for our system of freedom through self-government to function as our Founding Fathers intended, citizens must participate in government, and by their participation, defend and preserve it. Abdication of this responsibility endangers our freedom.

  In our more recent history candidates for president select as their running mates those who can appeal to a different segment of the electorate. Thus our presidents and vice presidents often have different policies and beliefs.

  But were this not true, it is true that no two human beings see in the same way and think exactly alike on all issues and policies. No matter how broad may be the areas of their agreement, there also are always areas of broad disagreement.

  When we vote, we choose presidents, not vice presidents.

  When a president is assassinated we are denied the president we elected, the one whom we chose from among all others.

  A presidential assassination thus has the effect of an American coup détat. It is American in form because it means, as it has meant historically, that someone else becomes the head of state, and because it means uniquely that our vice president automatically becomes the president. There are no options, no substitutions. The Constitution prescribes the succession.

  John F. Kennedy chose Lyndon B. Johnson to be his vice president.

  And once Johnson assumed power, there were changes in policy.

  The most hotly disputed of these policy changes was our Vietnam policy. I am certain that JFK did plan and had begun preparing for a change in Vietnam policy. As I wrote earlier, James P. Gavin, one of JFK’s army generals, told me when I interviewed him in June 1967 that JFK had called Gavin and other generals in and told them that Vietnam was a political, not a military problem. JFK stated that American policy should be not to recognize any military dictatorship that overthrew an elected government.

  Under JFK’s successor Lyndon B. Johnson, this policy was radically altered. In 1965, when the Army of the Dominican Republic overthrew that country’s first freely elected government headed by Juan Bosch, Lyndon Johnson recognized the military dictatorship. He also assisted it to the extent of sending the Navy and the Marines there.

  Whatever may have been the intent of the JFK assassination, it was followed by changes in national policy.

  The evidence ignored or misrepresented in the official investigations of the JFK assassination leaves no question that it was the end product of a conspiracy. Using the official evidence, I published proof of conspiracy in six books on the JFK assassination. No serious error and fewer than a dozen minor ones have been attributed to all six texts.

  Unlike the authors of most of the well-known books on the subject—books that invent conspiracy theories and then present them as solutions—I do not espouse any conspiracy theory, not in any of my books. My books are entirely factual.

  Conspiracy is a matter of fact, not of theory.

  Proving that the assassination was a conspiracy, however, does not identify who conspired. As will be seen with official documents I obtained under the FOIA, some never before published, because the crime itself was never investigated officially and was never officially intended to be investigated, there are no leads for private persons to follow to identify the assassins. Those books that assume but do not prove that there was a conspiracy and that identify, generally or by name, the alleged assassins are works of fiction.

  On the simplest basis, if a crime is beyond the capability of any one person, it is a conspiracy. No marksman, not the world’s best shots, not the master riflemen that the National Rifle Association (NRA) provided for the Warren Commission’s tests, has ever been able to duplicate the shooting skill attributed to Lee Harvey Oswald, the officially ordained assassin who was a “rather poor” shot in the evaluation of the Marine Corps in which he served.

  There were two sets of tests for the Commission at the Army’s Edgewood Arsenal proving grounds in Aberdeen, Maryland. One, under greatly improved conditions, failed to duplicate the accuracy of Oswald’s alleged shooting within the time permitted, from 4.6 to 6.5 seconds.

  The second set of shooting tests was supposed to establish whether or not what came to be known as “the single-bullet theory” was possible. This subtheory of the official theory, invented by Commission assistant counsel Arlen Specter, now a United States Senator, requires that a single bullet of the alleged manufacture enter the back of the President’s neck, exit the front of his neck, then enter the body of Texas Governor John F. Connally (who was in the jump seat of the Presidential limousine on the President’s side) under his right armpit, smashing four inches of Connally’s fifth rib before emerging from under his right nipple to enter the dorsal side of his right hand, wreaking havoc with his right wrist bones, and then once entering his left thigh, and after penetrating more or less parallel with its surface for several inches, just to come to rest there.

  The test of this theory used masonite and animal bones to replicate human bones, and it used gelatin blocks as a substitute for human tissue.

  It was so well-known that the alleged bullet did not have the penetrating power required by this theory that the experts at Aberdeen did not even try. Instead the supposed duplication was addressed by dividing the parts of the bizarre theory of the magical bullet into separate sections in separate tests and then making “computations” to compute, not prove, whether one of those bullets had that much power. If the answer had not been known from the beginning, it would have been a simple matter to line up the right thicknesses of masonite and gelatin, etc., and fire a bullet at them. This was never done!

  This is not all the Commission theorized. Its entire Report is but a theory. Its defenders, like Lundberg, Breo, Humes, and Boswell, denounce private persons who say there was a conspiracy as mere theorists. They lack the integrity to admit that what they themselves defend is no more than a theory. Even the FBI and the Secret Service do not agree with the Warren Report. Their disagreement is over this single-bullet theory.

  But don’t look for this in the Warren Report or in its twenty-six volume appendix. The Commission knew the fallacy of the single bullet theory not later than December 9, 1963, the day it received an FBI special report. In neither the Warren Report nor its appendix did the Commission publish the FBI’s conclusions. But in Whitewash I published in facsimile those portions of the FBI special report relating to the shooting. My source was the Commission’s own files. Not a single newspaper or magazine picked this up from my book.

  What led to the instant popular disbelief in the Warren Report is typified by these two illustrations. The newspapers failed the country, and the people were not satisfied with what they reported. And the Report is based on what most people not only could not believe but knew to be impossible.

  Despite the vast differences among all of us who criticize the Warren Report, we are lumped together as “critics.” But we do not have the same beliefs, and we have not reached the same conclusions.

  Because Whitewash was the first on the subject, I was among the first to discuss any aspect of the broader subject of the assassination on radio and TV talk shows. From what was reflected by these large audiences,* I believe that at least half of the people did not believe the Warren Report before my book appeared. Other critics take credit for generating this disbelief, unfortunately with inaccurate and baseless information.

  * When the author appeared on Jack McKinney’s excellent radio show on Philadelphia’s WCAU, the machine that counted all incoming calls reported that some 17,000 callers got only busy signals and so did not get through.

  Some, like Mark Lane, whose first book was out of date before it appeared, wanted it believed that they had done all the work. These people who sought above all else to promote themselves and their books were just as misinformative as the Warren Report and its apologists.

  Many people were confused by the theories other authors made attractive through disregard for truth or fact. There were those who believed that as long as the government was criticized, it made no difference at all whether the criticism was truthful or not. Along with this confusion grew disenchantment with the government.

  This is one of the reasons I was troubled when appearing before collegiate audiences. Truth required that I state and document a case against the government in which it lied to the people, misled them, and misinformed them. It disturbed me that the truth I offered was bleak and depressing to those young minds. So I thought of something positive or encouraging for these young and still formative people to whom I told the disturbing truth.

  I evolved another truth: There is no other country in the world in which I could have survived doing what I did and continue to do. In the Soviet Union I would have been fortunate only to be condemned to a psychiatric institution. In Great Britain and in any of the Commonwealth of Nations with their Official Secrets acts, I would have been charged and jailed. In the countries with dictatorships of the right the authoritarians would have done whatever their whims dictated, and I would have suffered severely if in fact I survived. Our unique Freedom of Information Act is the most American of laws because it makes it a legislated right of the people to know what their government does and has done.

  Despite its failings our governmental system, the system devised by those great political thinkers of the 1700s, remains the best and the freest system of self-government yet devised by mankind. It is therefore necessary to criticize failures and transgressions because that is the only means by which errors can be corrected. So, strive to keep them honest.

  To examine this “subject in its entirety” and to meet the Post’s standards require a broad examination of JFK’s autopsy, not an examination as limited as JAMA’s was in interviewing only two of the prosectors. It requires an examination of the atmosphere and environment in which the autopsy was performed, reported, and testified to. Other information that is relevant to the autopsy must also be examined. There was readily available long before JAMA’s articles a vast volume of official information on the assassination and its investigations that it should have examined.

  This information falls into two broad classifications: that of the Commission and that of the executive agencies. The Commission’s information consists of what it used, what it did not use, and what it misused. The executive agencies’ information consists of what it let the Commission have and what it kept secret from the Commission. There is also, of course, information that these agencies have succeeded in keeping secret. Only this last segment was not available to Humes, Boswell, Lundberg, and Breo or to anyone else.

  But what was readily available is a simply enormous volume of information. All four ignored it. Not a word, written or spoken, acknowledges its existence.

  If Humes or Boswell ever intended anything other than the self-defense presented for them by Lundberg and JAMA, there is no indication. It is apparent that both knew they would not be asked any embarrassing questions. It also is apparent that if they had not known this, they would not have agreed to be interviewed.

  If they were to protest that they did not have the time or the energy to examine the records that were available, .25 million pages with me alone, located less than an hour away from Boswell, always available to them was what I did with some of this information, particularly as it relates to them and their autopsy.

  At the least both men knew of the beginning of my work, and unless they ignored the books I sent them, they knew they failed. They certainly knew that a book with the title Post Mortem focused on them and their work.

  * * *

  If this were a work directed primarily toward scholars, it would suffice to include many more notes than there are pages, referring to the innumerable documents I obtained in those many FOIA lawsuits that took so many years and precluded so much other work. I could refer to the Warren Report’s many pertinent pages and to more pages from its twenty-six volumes of appendix, all used in my books. If I did this, I would need only paraphrase or summarize what these official sources contain, including what is pertinent from Humes’s, Boswell’s and Finck’s testimony. With the documents I had not obtained by the time I published my books, I could have done this, too.

  But there was an alternative that seemed better to me: to use lengthy excerpts from what I had published in which I had drawn on and cited these official sources, to put them together in a context, and to give them meanings only a subject expert can.

  I began by reviewing what I had published for the citations they held as well as for the content and meaning of what I had written. I made copies of the appropriate pages so as not to have so many books to keep referring to. But before I had finished, it occurred to me that there were advantages to this offbeat use of what I had published so many years ago. Yet I was uneasy about departing from traditional practice.

  That is until I read the Washington Post editorial quoted earlier. The simple directness of its words, “the elementary principle ... [being] the requirement to examine a subject in its entirety,” decided it for me. “[I]n its entirety” includes in context. Context when addressing what Lundberg and JAMA perpetrated is quite broad, especially because what they perpetrated includes political and historical fraud. It encompasses what Lundberg’s responsibilities as an editor and as a pathologist were when he played political games with our history. More than twenty thousand strangers have written to tell me that they suffer still from this great tragedy with which our government was less than honest in its dealings and in telling us about. Today, perhaps, half of these letters are from deeply troubled younger Americans. They write to me or telephone me, saying they had not been born when JFK was assassinated, or how young they were then and how, despite their youth and immaturity, they were moved by it then. They are moved by it now out of their dissatisfaction with how the government consigned the popular President to history with the dubious epitaph, as I called it twenty-seven years ago, of the inadequate, incomplete, and dishonest official “investigation” that was not a real investigation at all.

  This book is for them. With my books not normally stocked in bookstores, they do not know how to get them. Their understanding, and this goes again to that succinct and excellent definition of good journalism by the Washington Post, requires, I think, the “entirety” that can come from reading what I have written, not just from reading the citations.

  As JAMA’s editor and moreover because he is also a pathologist, Lundberg had the responsibility, when addressing his captive audience of the nation’s doctors, of seeing to it that he examined the “subject in its entirety.” He did not. Instead he cast himself and the prestigious publication he edits in the invidious role of apologist for errant government. He limited himself entirely to what Humes and Boswell told him, more likely to only those parts he preferred. He then assumed that they were the world’s first two perfect humans, that they had made no mistake. Next came the assumption that they had remembered all there was to remember and had remembered it with complete fidelity, and of course, that they were only honest and complete in what they told him.

  The other viewpoint as I published it years ago was all drawn together for him. He did not have to read those 912 pages of the Warren Report or the 10,000,000 words of its testimony and exhibits; he did not have the need to read those .25 million pages of records I obtained through all those FOIA lawsuits and the Commission files in the National Archives.

  In using selections of what I have published that are relevant to his daring to address the JFK autopsy for his audience in particular without regard for both its “entirety” and the “other side,” I provide the reader and history with this entirety that Lundberg ignored. Whether from ignorance or from mendacity, he did do that. And, in that, I believe, for what he undertook to do, to reach the nation’s doctors, other JAMA readers, and the millions of people reached through his propagandist press conference, he did worse, much worse, than fail to meet his responsibilities. He deceived and misled his vast audience and did that with unprofessionalism and dishonesty.

  There is not a word in this book that was not readily available to him. There is not a single document quoted of which he could not have had a copy. Most of those people who use my records are people with whom I do not agree, but neither I nor anyone else has the right to censor what others write. Then, too, there seems to me to be little point in referring people to sources not readily available to them just for the sake of impressing scholars, who love lengthy citations and endless notes. That my books have withstood time’s testing and close scrutiny from the government and those who support its “solution” to “the crime of the century” make them even more dependable sources.

  The publishing histories of the three books that followed Whitewash contain far fewer rejections from editors. None of the three found a home until I made a success of Whitewash in publishing it myself. The first of these, Edward Jay Epstein’s Inquest, a work of pseudo-scholarship based on a stupid and baseless conjecture, was publishable because it praised the FBI and condemned Warren and his Commission. The second, Mark Lane’s Rush to Judgment, was contracted in England. It became a success in the United States not by its content, which by the time it was published held nothing new. It succeeded because of the United States publisher’s recognition of the commercial potential of the subject. This led to an enormous and successful advertising and public relations effort.

  The third, Sylvia Meagher’s magnificent Accessories after the Fact, gave the Bobbs, Merrill editor, who had failed to persuade that corporation to publish Whitewash two years earlier, the argument that it could still make the profit it had declined with Whitewash by publishing her great work.

  In the course of going from publisher to publisher with the manuscript of Whitewash, I reached David McKay and Company. “I’m Harold Weisberg,” I told the receptionist. “May I please see the managing editor?” To my surprise a voice came over the partitions that divided up the space, saying “Send him in.”

  A man rose from his desk in the cubicle, introduced himself as Howard Cady, and asked, “Are you the Harold Weisberg of the Paris case?”

  “I am,” I replied, surprised even to hear of the Paris case, which had been kept secret. “How do you know about the Paris case?”

  “I was in headquarters,” he said, referring to the Office of Strategic Services (OSS) headquarters. “Everyone in headquarters knew about it. We were all impressed by it.” (“The Paris case,” as it was known in OSS, was called that after the sergeant in charge of an OSS World War II detail that had been framed by the military police. They had lost all their appeals and were in a military prison when I was asked to look into it. Six months later they were free.)

  After chatting about that affair from twenty-two years earlier for a short while, we talked about Whitewash. He accepted the manuscript saying he liked the idea. To him Whitewash was similar to what I had done in the Paris case, giving the existing official records their true meaning.

  When I visited their offices once again, he returned the manuscript to me with regret. He had been unable to overcome the strong opposition of the publisher’s wife to publishing a solid and factually correct refutation of the official “solution” to the JFK assassination even though it was the spectacular “crime of the century” about which no book had yet appeared.

  Another of those extra-duty assignments in which the proper component had not succeeded involves a different and later aspect of my work on the JFK assassination. The OSS got that assignment from the White House. It was assigned to X-2 or counterintelligence. Counterintelligence asked me to help when they had so far failed and only forty-eight hours remained before the deadline given by the White House.

  The simplest solution was to seek the most obvious source.

  During World War II our government had taken over about a dozen ships owned by a Scandinavian on the grounds that he and the ships served the Nazis. He denied it, and encouraged by inactivity of our government his lawyers had gone to court with a demand for their return or payment for them. Somehow the agencies responsible for the seizure of these ships had lost the records. It cost the government fifty cents and a half-day of my time to provide the information to the White House before the time permitted by the court expired.

  I took a cab, then twenty cents for that distance, gave the driver a 25 percent tip, and went to the third floor of the branch of the District National Bank on the south side of G Street, Northwest, between 14th and 15th streets. With office space scarce from wartime’s expanded needs, our government had rented that space for the storage of such records. Within a couple of hours I located the records and made notes since these were pre-Xerox days. I spent another twenty-five cents to get back to my office—faster than I could by hoofing it.

  Back in my office I phoned X-2 with a summary of what the existing records proved. I told them where those records were and what proof they held. This mislabelled DEAD file held all the proof necessary to support the validity of taking those ships. They had been in the service of the Nazis. It included proof of ownership of the ships and records of their use by the enemy.

  Consistent with the thinking of the early British philosopher William of Ockham to seek the simplest solution and with the point of Edgar Allan Poe’s “The Purloined Letter” not to overlook the obvious, the deposit of mostly DEAD files on the third floor of that District National Bank building is the first—and the only—place I looked.

  The cost to the government was negligible, but the benefit was enormous because it was faced with the choice of releasing those ships to serve Hitler again or paying for them, a large sum for those days.

  Aside from the fifty cents in cash I spent, it cost the government a half-day of my time. As an enlisted man I was paid fifty dollars a month. OSS added an allowance for food and quarters.

  Before I completed my next assignment, OSS promoted me to corporal. The next assignment required some travel. I held the lowest possible military rank, and it was my job, alone and unassisted, in the words of the Warren Commission. I was given a car and a driver, and the way the OSS worked, the private was the boss and his chauffeur was a first lieutenant.

  These two recollections, of the special wartime, high-pressure job done for the White House that was so easy and of my having, as a private, an official car of my own and a first lieutenant as a personal chauffeur, serve to illustrate a truism. It is that there need be no relationship between what something costs and what it is worth.

  This truism is applicable to official and private investigations of the JFK assassination and what has been written about both, including Lundberg’s extravaganza.

  These two recollections also illustrate that at least in those days there were some skills not taught in colleges and universities.

  They are developed through experience. There were no courses to teach me how to go about investigating Nazi cartels, for example. I learned how by doing it.

  Lawyers are not taught how to investigate in law school, and most of them never learn how in the course of their professional lives.

  The Commission’s lawyers, eminently qualified as lawyers but not as investigators, were utterly lost when they had the need to investigate. None stood up to the FBI when there were questions about the FBI’s investigations for the Commission.

  With Lundberg and Breo writing much more than could be said about the autopsy and the information it could yield, they were taking the word of these same lawyers. This is another reason—for them and for me—to examine the “subject in its entirety.”

  In my lawsuit for the JFK assassination records of the FBI’s Dallas and New Orleans offices, Civil Actions 78-0322 and 78-0420, combined, the FBI actually told that court that I know more about the JFK assassination than anyone in its employ!

  And if this is not far-out enough, in my Civil Action 75-1996 for records relating to the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., the Department of Justice persuaded the judge sitting on that case to have me serve as the department’s consultant in my case against it!

  The knowledge required to be able to write and publish seven books on our political assassinations, the work that entailed, and the additional knowledge acquired in doing so are also credentials.

  To me the assassination of any president is the most subversive crime possible in a society like ours. It negates our political system, our freedom through self-government. It nullifies the expressed will of the people. It turns elections meaningless. It requires that those who can make a correct and accurate record of the facts of the assassination do so. We must write of what the government did and did not do, of what it did and did not tell the people about this most subversive of crimes and its official investigations.

  Recently I had to rethink what I could do to continue to be productive in this field. The advent of serious illnesses have handicapped me and limited what I am able to do. With the knowledge I have acquired from my work, including the knowledge I obtained from those many FOIA lawsuits and the unprecedented, great volume of previously withheld relevant records, I decided that what was best suited to my limitations was to try to perfect the historical record for which this “subject in its entirety” is so significant.

  In the work required to prepare this analysis of the truly exceptional thing the AMA did in becoming a political partisan in this controversial subject and to muster enough of the relevant official evidence to enable me to meet the principle of good journalism according to the Washington Post editorial, I have intended and tried to examine the “subject in its entirety.”

  It is my hope that it can reach as many Americans as possible. But if that is not its fate, it is a record for our history, and it is another of my efforts to keep those promises of Robert Frost’s poem before I sleep.

  After this book was written, the Congress passed a law to satisfy that “widespread demand for the disclosure of withheld records” relating to the JFK assassination inspired mostly by Oliver Stone’s movie. Two presidents, Bush and Clinton, were required by that law to appoint an independent board, with the power of subpoena, to see to it that this was done, that there be the fullest disclosure possible. Bush did nothing at all. Clinton did nothing for too long. But, finally, as this book is about to be published, the board Clinton did appoint is staffed and beginning its work. It is the Assassination Records Review Board. It is officed at 200 E Street, Northwest, Second Floor, Washington, DC 20530. Its telephone number is (202) 724-0088. Its facsimile number is (202) 724-0457. All disclosed JFK assassination records are available at the new, modern, and large branch of the National Archives on the campus of the University of Maryland at College Park, a Washington suburb.


  Chapter 1

  An Introduction

  IN ALL THE LONG HISTORY OF POWERFUL AND INFLUENTIAL PERSONS AND forces going out of their way to defend the Report of the President’s Commission of the Assassination of President John F. Kennedy, none is as surprising, as unusual, or as improper as that by the American Medical Association.

  Announcing its support at a press conference in New York City on May 19, 1992, the AMA intended to publicize the May 27 issue of its prestigious Journal, one of the most important if not the most important medical publications in the world.

  Although the Journal’s editor, Dr. George Lundberg, distributed advance copies of the articles, by an embargo the media were prohibited from using them for a week. So the media were limited to using what Lundberg said of what was in those articles.

  And what he said was shockingly inaccurate and false. It was overtly political. It was propaganda, not medical news. It made the national association of doctors a partisan in the lingering controversy over that assassination and its official investigations.

  When the President was shot at about 12:30 P.M. local time in Dallas, Texas, on November 22, 1963, he was rushed to Parkland Memorial Hospital. He was in fact dead at the moment of the shooting because a large part of the right side of his head, including much of that hemisphere of the brain, had exploded and was missing.

  The Dallas doctors did all that was possible before pronouncing him dead. That was delayed so a priest could administer last rites.

  It then was not a federal crime to kill a president, although it was to kill a postman. Therefore the only applicable law regarding murder was Texas law. Under Texas law it was required that an autopsy be performed on the body of the victim in Texas.

  While the autopsy or postmortem examination of the body is to determine the medical cause of death, it is not limited to that. What it involves also includes examination of the vital organs and establishing any medical facts relating to the crime.

  The competent and respected Dallas county coroner, Dr. Earl Rose, was prevented from performing the autopsy. The Secret Service kidnapped the casketed corpse, rushing it to Love Field inside the city of Dallas and onto the presidential airplane, Air Force One, to be taken to Washington. Departure was delayed slightly until Sarah Hughes, federal judge for whose appointment Vice President Lyndon Baines Johnson had been responsible, came to swear him to the oath of office.

  Almost as soon as the plane was airborne, Admiral George G. Burkley, physician to the President, conferred with Mrs. Jacqueline Kennedy, and on his recommendation she decided to have the autopsy performed at the Naval Hospital in Bethesda, just north of Washington.

  After Air Force One landed at Bolling Field, an Air Force base just southeast of Washington, the casket was transferred into a Naval ambulance and taken in a motorcade to Bethesda.

  There the hospital’s two ranking pathologists, Commander James J. Humes and Commander J. Thornton Boswell, had been assigned to make the autopsy examination. They asked Lieutenant Colonel Pierre Finck, chief of the Wounds Ballistic Branch of the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology at the Army’s Walter Reed Hospital, to join them. He did at about 8:30 P.M., after the examination had began.

  All three were eminently qualified as hospital pathologists, but none had any real experience in forensic pathology—and that is what is required in a murder investigation.

  Few elements of evidence are more significant in a murder investigation than the report of the forensic pathologists. These three were just not up to that.

  Whether or not other factors or forces or influences were involved, the report on the autopsy performed on the President was bad, atrociously bad.

  It was so incredibly bad that I, a layman with no medical experience or knowledge, was able to pinpoint most of what was wrong with it in Whitewash, which was completed only three months after the twenty-six volumes of appendix published in support of the Warren Report were first available, in November 1964.

  Later I published six additional books on the JFK assassination and its investigations. My 1975 book, Post Mortem, extensively documents what I regarded as relevant to the botched autopsy.

  The Warren Commission’s “solution” to the crime—and what is little understood is that its “solution” is only a theory—is that Lee Harvey Oswald, alone and unassisted, fired three bullets within 5.6 seconds from a 6.5 mm Mannlicher-Carcano carbine left over from World War II from the easternmost window on the sixth floor of the Texas School Book Depository building, where he worked. The first of three bullets entered the back of President Kennedy’s neck, exited its front, then entered Texas Governor John F. Connally’s chest under his right armpit, smashing four inches of his fifth rib before exiting under his right nipple, after which it shattered his right wrist before coming to rest in his left thigh, having penetrated it for about two inches, parallel to his thigh bone. The second bullet missed the motorcade entirely, striking the curve of the upper surface of a curbstone at the opposite end of Dealey Plaza and inflicting a minor wound on the face of a bystander, James T. Tague, with a spray of concrete from the impact. The third bullet entered the back of the President’s head and exploded out of its right side, taking pieces of scalp, of skull bone, and much of the tissue of the right half of the brain with it.

  The FBI and the Secret Service never agreed to the Commission’s theorized solution.

  Each organization was just as determined to hold that there had not been any conspiracy, that Oswald was the lone assassin. But each also knew that the career the Commission invented for its first shot was absolutely impossible.

  The FBI’s instant theory, and again it is only a theory, is that the first bullet hit the President only, inflicting all his nonfatal wounds; that the second hit Connally and no one else; and that the third was the fatal shot to the President’s head.

  The Secret Service agrees with the FBI’s theory. I have seen no record of either agency changing its adherence to this theory.

  Both agencies just ignored the wounding of Jim Tague.

  The Commission began with the FBI’s theory, which it got from the FBI, but soon realized that it could not ignore Tague’s wound, so it adopted the “solution” of its assistant counsel, Arlen Specter, that the first bullet was supermagical.

  Both agencies and the Commission, as well as the AMA, ignore the fact that nobody in the entire world has been able to duplicate the fantastic shooting attributed to the duffer Oswald.

  As I wrote earlier, the Commission got the best shots the National Rifle Association could provide. Under vastly easier conditions they were unsuccessful in their attempts to duplicate the shooting attributed to Oswald.

  With 912 pages for its Report, the Commission found no space for this definitive testing of the theory it presented to the nation as fact, as its solution to the most terrible and subversive of crimes.

  Profound in his ignorance, which is the kindest comment Lundberg’s intrusion into the assassination controversy permits, he proclaimed the correctness of the Warren Commission’s theorized conclusions and told the world that his interviews of the two autopsy pathologists prove them.

  Lundberg actually said that because Humes and Boswell say they were right, they were right, and nothing else makes any difference.

  This he said in his own name, in that of the American Medical Association, and in that of its Journal.

  Lundberg quotes Humes and Boswell as currently insisting that the single-bullet theory is not a theory, but is an established fact. To do this, he had to ignore all the great amount of official information that proves it is not a fact. That information is at least as authoritative as the two pathologists.

  As an editor and as a pathologist it is wrong for Lundberg to ignore all the available official information relating to the so-called investigations and all the readily available facts relevant to the assassination and its investigations.

  Personally or professionally he could not, with honest intentions, arrange for the largest audience possible, ignoring all this information and pretending it does not exist, and state to this great audience that the Warren Report is correct because—and only because—Humes and Boswell repeated to him some of what they told the Warren Commission twenty-eight years earlier!

  His proclamation that Humes and Boswell prove they were correct twenty-eight years ago by the mere repetition to him of what they had said is absurd. They offer no evidence; he presents no evidence; and some of the supermarket tabloids would not go for the ridiculousness he published in JAMA. An uncritical media assisted him in this monstrous fraud perpetrated on the country.

  Even if Lundberg were entirely ignorant of anything at all about the assassination other than what Humes and Boswell repeated to him, he should have had enough common sense to realize that their saying they were right does not prove they were proven right.

  If he had followed the traditional standards of forensic pathology, he should have said nothing and formed no opinions, without first consulting any other relevant information available. Out of all the great amount of factual, official information that was available, a forensic pathologist would have had more than a passing interest in testing.

  Of the tests (the results of which were public and readily available in great quantity), he should have looked immediately for the reenactment test to determine whether or not the shooting was within the capability of a man who had not handled a rifle in years and had been a lousy shot. If he had met this absolutely minimum investigative requirement, he would have known that the best shots in the country, under greatly improved conditions, had found it impossible to duplicate the feat attributed to Oswald.

  If he had consulted only the Commission’s records available in the National Archives, he would have found the FBI’s disbelief of the magic-bullet theory recorded in various ways. He would have begun with the Commission’s first numbered record, Commission Document 1, the five-volume report LBJ ordered the FBI to make as soon as he returned to Washington from Dallas on November 22, 1963.

  If he had consulted the well-known factual literature, he would have seen the relevant FBI statements reprinted in facsimile in my Whitewash: The Report on the Warren Report, on page 195. This still-available book is the standard source of the basic material for researchers on the subject.

  If he knew anything at all about the facts of the crime and the most basic conclusion of the Warren Report—and neither the fact that he interviewed the autopsy pathologists nor that he staged his very successful press conference indicates that he has any such factual knowledge or interest at all—he certainly would have known that the Commission’s own tests proved that the shooting it theorized in order to reach its lone-assassin, nonconspiracy conclusion in fact proved that there had been a conspiracy. This is because that shooting was proven to be impossible for any one person.

  With this “Elementary, my dear Watson” fact beyond question, Sherlock Lundberg ignored it, or worse, was ignorant of it.

  And with so many more of the available official records proving the same thing, there is the obvious question for any legitimate Sherlock: How could the presidential Commission, most of whose investigating was done for it by the FBI, conclude the opposite?

  In assessing what Lundberg did, which means what he used the Journal of the American Medical Association for, with or without the approval of the AMA, it is necessary to understand how the official records he ignored answer this basic question.

  We shall do what Lundberg should have done and did not do: Examine a definitive selection of the official dirty linen of the JFK assassination.

  The records of the Commission, of the Department of Justice, and of its FBI that were once withheld—records for which officialdom expected perpetual secrecy and were generated before there was the FOIA—are painfully clear: The crime itself was never investigated officially and was never intended to be investigated officially.

  This is our evidence of a time when the government was supposed to investigate the most serious and subversive of crimes, the assassination of a president!

  That I and the authors of the books that followed mine did not wind up in mental wards or gulags and that we have no Official Secrets Act does not mean there was no official opposition to criticism of the official solutions to the JFK assassination. There were leaks and staged official actions that were designed to convey the notion that nothing was being hidden. This was the opposite of the truth.

  The Federal Bureau of Investigation, which dominated the Commission from the moment of its appointment, larded its records with the most prejudicial allegations against us. These ranged from distortions of fact to overt fabrications. It then found its own ways of getting this misinformation and disinformation circulated in secret, where it counted.

  The CIA was more successful in withholding its relevant records.

  But both agencies did all they could to frustrate publication of books critical of the Warren Report. This extended to efforts to ruin the books after they were published. Several such FBI efforts against me had the opposite effect.
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