Fetzer

Foreword

My first book, Whitewash; The Report on the Warren Report,

was the first on that subject. It was completed in mid-February,
1965. When there was reason to believe that tﬁé%é was to be
ﬁt plageriég?in France, I published a limited edition that

Avgust .During all that time and for more than a half-year
thereafter, I continued to seek normal commercial publication.
Before I put the book aE—E; much as I coyld in general circu~
[ation, on May 7, 1966, it had accumulated more than a hundred

advitee,
rejections, without a singlg editorial comment and many sales-

) JMerons
stafﬂf éginiﬂns 2gthat it would be a success,

As it was when I became the country's smallest publisher.

Not by any means what it could have done with normal
Lo e vn di;'rr\l&j_‘_fl‘f/
s}V But I had not a pen%} to spend on advertising

pubiishing e
and promotions. In fa¢ ¥, I could not pay the printer. I
offered him a mortage on the small farm I then -wewmed but he
decided to trust me to pay him back, as I did, in a relatively
short time.

It went through five printings with me as the publisher.

Dell, which had turned the book down three times, came to
me for i%jiﬁ%less than four months after I put in as mué}h
as I could into general circulation. The contract called fpr
aa first print of a quarter of a million. From inside Dell I
was told in February, 1967, that with the accounting that
September $35,000 was already due me. But?%i;t September and
not at any other time did I get another pénny from Dell.

Its first accounting did include that first print of a
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Hw apencles opers . ¢ (I Illegally. "I'he proh-
lem Ja thnt In the quest for Inw and order,
censo nfler ense afler ense aller case h'\,
been thrown out hecnuse the Inw en-
forcement and IntelYgenco communities
acled Megnlly. So I do nob Whink we nt-
Ladieany portienlar stalus of accomplish-
menb In conquerlvg organlzed erhne, or
nny cerlme whalsoever for that matter,
with Hlepal acllvites resulting Ju cases
belhyg thrown out of court,

I wowd suggest Lhnf Lhe record speaks

for lsell. Frankly, I 1lever thought the .-

1ecord of former Ablorney General Inm-
sey Clork wos that good. B3ut, comparing
his record wilth that achleved by succeed-
Ing Alloruneys General, he Jooks lke ‘T'om
Dewey In bls prosecutorinl heydny.

Mr, ITRUSKA, 'Thab record 1s bad, bhut
do we wanb to make 16 worse by mlo)ﬂ,hu’
thls amendment which threnlens to e
the hands of the FBI and dry up thelr
sonrees of Informntllon? I say, with that,
Lhe soup or the broth s spolled, and T
see no use In addipeg o few dosnges of
polson,

I'he pending
rejecled.

Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. Presldent, I do nob
recognlze the nmendment, ng 1t has been
deserlbed by Lhe Sennlor from Nebrashka,
ng the nmendment we nre now conslder-
fop. I feel thiere hng been a gross misin-
terpretation of the netunl words of the
amendment nnd g Intentlon, nas well ng
whab 1 wonld actually achleve nnd nc-
complish. So I think 1t Is Important for
Lhe record Lo be extremely clenr about

amendment should he

~this.

Il we nceepb the nmcndmcnt of the
Sennlor (rom Michlgnn, we will not open
up the community to raplsts, muggers,
and killers, ng Lhe Senantor from Nebraska
bes almost supgested by his direct com-
ments and slalements on the nmend-
ment, Whab I am brylng Lo do, as I un-
derstand the thrust of the nmendment,
Jg Lhat 1t be speclflec about sarcgmullng
the leglthnale Inveslipatlons that would
he conducled by the Federal agencles and
nlso the Investipatlve flles of the I'BI,

As o maller of fact, looking back over
Lhe development of leglslation under Lhe
1966 nct and lookIng at the Senale veport
Janpuage from that leglslation, 1t was
clearly Lhe Interpretallon In the Senate's
developiuent of that legislation that the
“Investigntory flle” exemption would bhe
exbremely narrowly defluved. 16 wns so
unbil recent Umes—really, unbil about
the past Tew months. 1t Is Lo remedy that
dlferent Inlerpretatlon thet the nmend-
menb of the Senator from Michlgan which
we are now consldering was proposed.

I should like to ask the Senntor from
Michlgan o couple ol questlons,

Doces Lhe Sennlor’'s nmendment In ef-
feet overrlde the court declslons In the
coutb of nppeals on the Welsberg agnlnst
Unlled Slales, Aspln agnlnst Department
of Delense; J)lll()\v naainst Brinegar; and
Mallonal Cenler agninst Welnbmgcr?

As I understand I, the holdlngs In
those purliewor eases are of the grenlest

- concern lo the Senator from Mlchigan,

Aa T inlerpret It, the Impact and effeck
of hls amendment would be to overrlde
these partlcular declslons, Is that 1ot

- Ol course,

CONGRISSIONAL RECORD — SLNATL

Mr, IIM’U' The Benalor from Mich-
fgan Is correct. 'Uhat I3 Its purpose. Thab
was Llie purpose of Cougress In 1066, we
thought, when we enacted thils, Untll
about 9 or 12 months apo, the courts
conslstently had approached 16 on o hal-
anclng basls, which Is exaclly what thls
amendment secks Lo do.

Mr. Presldent, while several Sennlors
are In Lthe Chamber, I should lke Lo nsk
for the yens and nays onn my amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. KENNEDY. JFurthermore, Mr.
Presldent, the Senate report language
Lhat refers to exempllon 7 In the 1966
report on the Freedom of Inlormation
Act—and thnt seventh exempltlon Is the
target of the Senator from Michlgan's
amendment—reads as follows:

FExemptlon No. 7 denls with “Juvestigntory
flles complled for lnw enforcement purposes.”

~'I'heso nro the flies prepared by Qovernment

ngenelen to prosecuto law violntors. "Uholr
disclosuro of such files, except to tho ex-
tent they nvo-nvallnble by law to a privatoe
party, could harm the Uovernment's case in
court,

1t seems Lo me that Lhe Inlerpretation,
tho definltion, in thabt report language
Is much more restrictlve than the kind
of amendment the Senator from Mlchi-
gan nb this timo Is ntlempting to achileve.
that Interpretnllon In the
1066 report was embraced by a unani-
mous Sennle back then,

Mr. AL, I Lhink the Senntm’ from’

Mnssachusetls Is correct. One could argue
that the mmendment we are now consld-
ering, If adopted, would leave the Free-
dom of Informatlohh Act less nvallable
Lo n concerned cltizen that was the case
wlth the 19066 language Initlally. ¢

Agaln, however, the developmeunt In re-
cent cnses requires that we respond in
somo fashlon, even though we may not
achleve the same breadth of opportunity
for the nvallabllity of documents that
moy arguably be sald to apply under the
orlginnl 1967 act.

Mr. KENNEDY. 'That would certalnly
bo my understandlng, Furthermore, '16
seems to mo fhat the amendment itsolf
hng conslderable senslitivity bullt in to
proteot agninst the Invaslon of privacy,

and to protect the Identitles of Infor-

mants, and most generally to protect the
legithmate Interests of n Inw enforcement
ageney to conduct an Investigation intoe
nny ono of these crimes which have been
outlined In such wonderful verblago hero
this afternoon=—trenson, esplonage, or
what have you.

Bo I Just want Lo express Lhab ou Lhese

polnls the amendment §s precise and .

clenr and I3 an extremely positive and
constructive development to meet. legltl-
mnto Inw enforcement concerns. ‘'hese
nre some of the rensons why I will sup-
port the amendment, and I urge my col-
lengues to'do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICEIRL ~ (Mr.
Dowmrnien). 'Uhe 8enalor from Nebraskn
hng 6 minutes remaining,

Mr. HRRUSKA, Mr. Presldent, I should

ke to polub out that the amendment:

proposed by the Senator from Mlelugan,
preserves the right of people to a folr
trinl or Impartinl adjudlcation. It is
careful Lo preserve the ldentity of an dn-

Lconet,t?
' ' ‘; Full text of bongressioual Record’ of
l . which this is part in top d.rawer of -~
[ Jl‘K appenls file cabinet. :

.1.;1‘ |
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"‘e.
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“former. 1t 1s careful to preserve the ldea
of protecting the Investigative technlques: 45
and procedures, and so forth., Bub What. u
about the naunes of those persond thatb n
nre contalned in the flle who are nob in-3{#
formers and who are not accused ofi% uzf
crlme and who will not be tried? What'! bt
aboub . the protectlon of those peop]e
whose noames will be In there, together
with information having to do with: " 2%
“them? Wil they be protected? It is o real : '@
questlon, and 1t would bé of grent inter-.4
est to people who will be named by ln-,n
formers somewhere nlong the line of the g ‘[
Investigatlon and whose name presume- ‘H
bly would stay in the file, . : 'f_
Mr, President, by way of sumunary, I
would like to say that It would distort
the purposes of the FBI, imposing on: "‘
them the added burden, m addltion to %
Investigating .cases and gettlng evidence,' 33§
of serving as a yesearch source for every ik
writer or curlous person, or for those 3%
who may wish to find n basls for sult,
elther agalust the Qovernment or:
agelnst someone else who might bhe men-: “ 4
tloned in the flle.’ gaky!
Second, 1t would lmpose upon the FBIL:: B
the hemen(lous task of reviewlng each”
page and each docuinent contalned Ing
maony of thelr hnvestigatory flles to make 3
. an Independent judgment as to whether (.
or not any part thereof should be re:*w?
leased, Some of these flles nre very ex-.% ).
tensive, particularly in organized ‘crime -

v

In

>,

.-."::

cases that are semectimes under consld- ~;“ s
eratlon for a year, n year and o half, or) R
2 yenrs. “ o ks
Mr. HART. Mr. Presldent wlu the R
Sennbor yleld? N
‘I'he PRESIDING OI"I"ICIL'R. All tlme R

of the Benator has expired. ;
Mr, KENNEDY. I yleld the Senator 5%
minutes on the bill. i
Mr. HIART. Mr. Presldent, I\mk um\n-..
imous consent that n memordandun let-..g l
ter, relerence to which.lhas been made 38
In the debate snd which has been dls-» :
tributed to ench Benstor, be printed in B
the Reconv, i i3

-There betmg.no objectlon, the letter y‘,
wag ordered bo be printed in the Rmonv, 1 i

‘a8 Tollows: . R
' MEMORANDUM LETTER ' BN
A question hos beon ralsed 'ns to whether L3i
my amondmont might hindor the Iedernl:}
Burenu of Investigntion In the performance {13
of its Investlgntory dutles. "The Bureau {tA
ptregses tho meed for confldentinlity in 1ts Y :t
investigntions, I ngreo completely, All of us ™
recognizo ‘the cruclal law enforcement role - 14
of tho Burcpou's m)pnruUeled mveatlguuug"t
capabilities. ' {
‘However, my amendment would not hinder o
the Bureau's performance in any way. 'I‘ho-u‘:\ o
Adminlstrative Law Sectlon of the Amerlean * i
Bnr Association language, which my amend-
ment ndopts verbatim, was cnrefully drawn;
to preserve every concelvenble reason the - <0 :_

Burenu mlight have for reslsting dlsoloa\na 24
of materinl In an Investignative flle:
If Informnnts’ anonymity—whether pnld
informera or ecltizen volunteers—would be,,é’
threatened, there would he no dlsclosures; ,2# '.;
If tho Bmm\us confldential technlques’;k

- and procedurea would ‘be threatened, there'
would be no discloswro; .. . -
If dlsclosure 18 an unwarranted lnvn.slon
of privacy, there would bo no dlsalosure ¥
(contrnry to the Burenu’s letter,. this is LRl
‘determhmtlon courts mnke all tho time; in
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Five ?rintings in six months, without a penny sﬁent on
agvertising and épromotions and not a rpenny ffrom it for me

over the #advance,® which was for about half the sale of %he

first rinting!
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There was no Dell embarrassment in telling me that
with a hundred kXhmmzamt g nd twenty-five thousand books allegedjy
four
on hand they printed an additional hzee hundred copiesf none

of which were needed and noné of which were sold!
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quarter of a million. It also included three additional
printings. As Best I can now remember, eacl was for a hundred
thousand copies but with Delifébﬁélso Jowning the printer,
there was no way of knowing. Whenaé;;ﬁJune, 1967 I was invited
to address the Ohion Associated Press editors cofzention amd
I asked Dell for copies to giVv e out there, I was sent a box
each book of which was 1abelle?%fourtﬁ%ﬁﬁ.&% 2.0 e
Dell's explanation for all those reprlntsrkifand I have
no way of knowing if the fourth was the last, was that all Dell
had sold was half of that first printing! 2 ¢
Yet Whitewasp was the only Dell nonficti on best seller’
for téz first %3%%e months, accordlng to o#s//hen monthly

ad of jits best sellers. . Pote

I printed giheight bokks on the JFK assassination and its
officia'g vewt investigations and sought to force the disclosure

of withheld assassination records under that most American of

laws, the Freedom of Information #@¢t Act (FOIA). In all there

were about a dozen of tnose suits, #Some were é%ecedental and

/G975
one was stated in the Senate debates on the_j?ififfEED%hs=first
- rrartior—hr—the—F L of ose-—suits C to be a cause

of thpse amendments [(QQggggggigggl Record S933%6, May 30, 1974).

My lawyer, Jim Lesar, filed the first suit under the
amended Act, CA 75;3526. We were denied comphiance witﬁ the Act
by persistent FBI perjury. I decided to go head-to—h?Zd with

——/ /'-’ﬂ
the ﬁ&@FBI over itsl(’felonies that were denying not only me
P A —
but all the people their rightd under FQ¢IA. Congressf, in
passing that Act, gﬁ#stated that thé'4 people have the right
to know what their govermment does. There would have beeM no

i & Sy'S A
hazard if Lesar had\ﬁﬂtattry&uted perjury to the FBIVbut I put
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Hundreds did come, including reporters from some of the
% —
major papers.fhose who came were # from all over this countr?~
plus some from abroad. One foreign TV team was of four membeis
and oneAyriting‘ﬁ%eam was of three members.

- It was well known that anyone had access to everything

here.



myself under oath to state it. That made me subject to a per-
Rijury indic tment if I lied, as I did not. When the Depart-
meny =ég Justice, which was the FBI's lawyer, could not charge
me with perjury and knew very well that I had proved that the
FBI practiced perjury in FOIA cases, é; ré%érted to what

was in ﬁgt an admission of wholelase perjury}with an ex-—
planation That explained nothing relevant but ,as it figured

correctl%ﬁenabled the judge to evade charging the FBI with

avrotded L wé%é&*'
anything-and opening the massive FBI files o leaks =t that ¢ M=
e /to/\ :
ean—be embarrassing v fhafm?/

Without using the word "perjury" it~ told that court that I
T could make such claims ad infinitim,ﬁsince he is per-
VVY”JAX‘ haps more f amiliar with events surrounding the invPesthi-
4lfVV%B%& gation of Presiden%ﬂ@bKennedy's assassination than any-

| one now employed by the FBI.
. I went eye-to-eye with the FBI and the FBI blinked:!

: Aﬁé comtinu . ed with its ¢perjuries in which it wa une.
BMW
@esplte that{ I obtalned abg@ut a thlrd of a millio pages
1n.ﬂall, wi th all those Fages ade p bllc and available to

WL 4y b V\Wﬂ@“}/
all th e people. “he%ﬁ1§as also all available at my home,

unsupervised anA with tae use of our copied for any copiees

’Za
ngygﬁﬁyfﬁarﬁvgf 13'4‘ﬁé

flrst venous H#h thrombosis and than @my other
medical problems soon made it unwise for me to go down to our
cellar where all o records were file d.

se
m:_w/f__ﬁ(
Others did. ®w(last to make extensive use of tAat archive (Gerold

Posner. !He and his wife spent three days there, he selecting what he

wanted and his wife dlng the copying. qj/ILV¢22$VU
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With additional illnesses bthings changed, and not for
th e better.

5 follows



It was the really stupid Jou of the American Medi-

cal Association (JAMA),—# series of fulse and ignorant defenses
of the official pathologists and the official "golution," that Z&f/Wﬂé

s&m how I could still be useful, could still use that

knowledge the FBI said I had, more than it did, whether or not

that was also another of the ds

FBI's crég;g;¥ﬁutterances.
With no prospect of £commercial publication, I could = :
prosp ﬂ p » ¢QIM/VLV44

L—th&_ﬁ%evme_&ﬁf»
write book-le‘izg c mmentar onlthe ouﬁ_put/o both s1des.4%4zb

o he

| an va The mnigh
“szyv Deiéa;g=£hat could make a record for history. I\\thay/ﬁere

uséa‘;g;less available they could not be used.

It happened that the firsTt JeE=tetwo o f those book records
for history were published, by accident. Wlthout a cent spent
on sales efforts. Mot a single revigzycopy(’fﬁfﬂgxample. No%t
a s%gﬁle aq or promotlon.i!In Case Open I referred to Posner

as a a&faggrist and a shyster, among other things. But not a

word from PosneY or any lawyer speaking for him. In NEVER AGAIN!

I E; ybrought much factual evidence that had b jen supprijajy)
\___"____,__
to 1lihght. It was the answer to the JAMA proprganda,<:ja.hbt

a word of complaintg dr denigal fro or its hlred—hanéb M/
J A CW’ i
wriiter g P orrked /Vawj wh¢47 ﬁ/fwizﬂ(wm _//ﬂ—«/d”"'/] ;

Only abﬁﬁt a quarter of Case Open was used by that pub-
lishefénd when it sold out he did nolt~x : i it, but é
the manuscript of more than seven hundred pages remains as a
record for our precious history which, as I said, had been
whored by those pimping writers whobuiﬁgm the depths of their

profound subject-matter ignorance, with whoring for the govern-

ment.
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That van was so l@rg{fﬁggg:g“€hat it broke branches off
‘6& of the pines that line our lane, pines that for more than
thirty years other large vans and trucks of all varieties had
been braking them off&,I'd thought the last to be broken had

been broken off,



When I got pneumonia, which was when my wife was hosp%t—
alized with a brokﬁﬁ hipy I wgs first put in kidney dialysgs
prematurely a%& ﬁmthéygléced in a nursing home from which
I could not obtain a discrarge. After checking on the aé%ualities
of my medical situation out of town I discharged myself..

Ny wife, meanwhile, had been dropped by the hospital,
rebreaking that hip and placing blood clots on her brain.Thé;}
changed her permanently.And the kidney dialysis, which is per-
manent, has me leaving home about 5:30 a.m. Monday, Weiﬁzzday
and Friday mornings and getting home about 11 a.m. It hase has me

each dialysis -
/ﬂﬁ; exhausteﬁwigﬁ rest of &;&ﬂ day and 'sometimes for the xext day.
Ory; 1 hav%/iess enes %ﬁergy and ever so much less tim e for

-\
writing. In gddition, when my wif e and I were away from home we
OFf do cumients.

were robbed \Mdfé'than once. So,>I as&%d Hood College, a fine

small college here in Frederick, to please take wéat I,%gé;d

shse deeded to it years ago, my stock of the books I printed
docuhgsen

and what it could of my fﬁles.w;ike, most but not alll,
required two trips by a large moving va%Eand—éizh%réps—fer—t%he
mooverts—staff,
And, despite all that interferes with my writing and &
’ '(vzyVLMA : _ y
despite mf\?eakneas/ﬁhly some of which can be adgttributed #to %% ge)
/ t/‘;?« 31\ o 4
/This is the third or 2 four#/ bokk since that pneumonia and
'C,
Medicare fraudf that my wife,ﬁand I were @E@timized Aoy .
And, as I write this, %}t is two weeks before my eightyg-
, ,
j-
edghth birthday. writen
There are more_than twmf twenty of tifiese book mewwssEipts/as
ey are ﬂ/ g0
a record for our history,/the only one/that dgees gown the

middle and the only ones that gg based entirely on the officialy,

record, There have been many books intended to defend the govern-



ment and more intended Egﬂcriticize it buf strange as it may
seem and certain as it will offend Fetzer and his associates
when"ﬁ%he and some them consider themselves the subject-
ﬁ%%;ﬁ£i¢ &
matter experts and aguthorities eng boih 81d$/éfe made fup of

su?}ect-matter 1£ﬁoramuses.

As this will ;llustrate lMl&ﬁhLi:ﬁ:gﬁ::::fjﬁL&éﬁt{ﬁﬁ,,,
I do not know how many of these book® ipt's there
are because some were stolen along with many files and docu-
N/
#ents on my desk and in my office. %y checking with those to
m

wt
wh 4cop1es were were given, was are now trying to make as good

a2 list as is possible for me.

These are all retyped rough drafts. Instead of editing
and f rewriting, I have used the#ime that wouyﬁéake to get more
on paper and strive to have it as accurate asucan be.

Scholars of the future will have more use for added corrections
of the corrupted record than from polished writing. But it should be
understood that while I would like more of this to be priéi%ed
and available to the gpeople, with the'E;;E;;;%;;?monolithic
commercial-publisher boycott of an assassination book not in ‘ée/w%%e

support of the official assass1natlon mythology, there seems e
F
prospect of commercial—ubllsher interesI Pyt should % here bq&%he
publish
Q§E7K§%§’£he checking and editing done
In time, all those books and @ great quantity of the oé%r
documents will ie available’??bn CDRoms .

Extra space.



KE—ZEfIs indicated above, the hardships under which I do

this writing preclude what I é?ld prefer not be precluded.
In particular, the kinds of citations I prefer. For a decade
the great volume of records I obtained-wgrb noéggbcessible to
me. As a result, when I could cite those records by citing
hnve dove
them in whakxxxkaZ the books I had written, I <&@t that. I.es
continue doing that because I have no alternative. On some
occasions %hgﬁ/;esults in an added benefit for the reader
because usually there is additional informaion on the
same subjeevt that becomes accessible that way.

I have had no adverse comment on this because people
realize that I have no alternative.

There has been adverse comment on the emotions I do
not hide with the language I use. It is nozyﬁznerally done #
and that seems to be the basis of some of thet critical
comment. My owbl thinking is different.

I believe that/especially on what is of such extreme
importance to the people and to their countr% not hiding
justﬁfiiiremotion @18 required by honesty and in providing
the fuid t ing%fmatign possible. Thus the writer is, by honesty,
required to discloserto his reader tha§1he does have emotioéﬁ
involvement in what he is writing about. That can enable
the reader to fyrm an impression of the writer. He may regard
what the writer discloses aboufiéihhimself as reflecting
what might be prejudice in the writer.

This is #hore tAan calling a spade a spade. It gives the

reader a basis for jmed judging The writer, g verhaps a

basis for deciding whether or not to trusﬁgﬁghe\?’writer -



to believe him, not to believe him or whether or not to

have questions aéout the writer and his writing.

I recognize that ordinarily this just is not done
and on that basis alone often is not approvedhzgror is used
to discount the writing. However, I believe thaB«apgg%e
particularly on a-sibkes subject like this, so firare in our
national life, the writer should ék&d nothing back from z#
the reader and from.ﬁhe record his writinz can make. If that
leads some to downgrading what I write, so be it, but I feel
thaE)particularly on this subjecg honesty requires it of me.

There is more that is unique about this subject than
that we had a President assassinated.

That assassination was a coup d'etat and that is
a rarity in this countr o to this nation, and no other writer
od %ﬁom I know tells th@z/go the people and provides official
and once-secret proofs of it.

It aldo is a-fact, an officially-ékstablished fact, that
there was an official decision, on the‘highest level, & not
to investigate the crime itself. That will be hard for most
;§mericans to believe. But it is a fact. I ﬁé}d assembled
official records fwm pd& various official sources that hold
the tproof of théls. & had discussed them with two other
people in my office. Ty/ge recotrds were not in files, as
most are, They were om four or five differemt places and in
boxes atop file cabinets. I was quite surprisgrto find all

of them stolen when not one was in any place any stranger had

any reason to be zble to obtain any of them. This leads to

the believe that I am bugged, under electronic surveillance.



b @can think of no other way in which anyone could know that
I had tose records of could pehave any knowledge of where and
how they were scattered.

I have obtained copies, not nearly as clear as what I'd
had, from those to whom I'd given copies and I'include copies
of th;;éith further explanation in this book

T{e decision not to investigate the crime itself and to
designate Oswald tAe lone and unassisted assassin was made as
ﬁsoon as it was known that Oswald was dead and that there
would be no triél.

Which means there would be no examination and cross-

examination of F%ny'of the ;iled evidence against him.

Which,/n fact did not exist théan and has not existed
since then.

Very few people have tAis knowledge and fewer still
have the evidence of it. But it, too,/May -at eleast let us
hope- ﬁi unique, unheard?jbf about any of our governments.

That evidence, too, I believe, the gpeople hshould have.

But all of it was withheld from the épeople until junder
FOIA in énd by means of a dozen {awsuitqjl was able to
obtain it, some from secret Jofficial hiding places where
what by law war requifed not. to be secret was more than secret-
ﬁthere was no normal way of obtaining it froéégﬁnre it was

shidden officially.

Even the official hiding of required evidence of the
murder is something “he people should know tha{%heir
government did.

If a democratic society is to continue to be & democratic

gsociety , there should be no secrets about it, especially
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not when it relates to a change in government by force, by
murder, and to how &he government then did and did not func tion.
Particularly 16'55555555 other criminal activityi&nvulved, as
there was when John Kennedy was assassinated and.there was #
this immediate decision, on the highest level, not to tell ¢
the people tiie truth by not inbestigating the crime itself.

Among other things that, again let us hope , ate wiﬁéout%ﬂu&mﬁ@nfdj
in our country, this also meant seeing to it thgt the assassins,
tke-Anmurderers}7WOuld be ﬁg}ever free and that people who
care and wanted the record of their governments to be
better, would have no leads to follow in any private
effort to see to it that their presidents culd not be
assassinated with the assassins guaranteed their freedom.

When the Warren Commission filed its report and ended
its official life im—that and thereafter, when various
government agencies also tried to see to it that the
pedple could know no more tian the Warren Commission told
them - most of which the People had nopractical way of
knowing - and tried to keep their records secret, the only
mesnsjgagy which the people could leard more, which means be
better informed so that our political system might %ggés as _f
intended, was through the limited efforts private saisfe
citizens could make,aéé'and very, very few did.

This is, in many ways, like nothing else in our history. %
It is my belief that those who try to do what government shd?ﬁld
have done and decided not to doyowe honesty to their readers

and to their work and should not hide any strong feeling they

may have from what they write.

Passion can inf/uence judgement and if that is possible
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then the reader as well as history's judgement should know



