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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 ies! was to be 

ji plageria’ in France, I published a limited edition that 

August.Dnring all that time and for more tian a half-year 

thereafter, I continued to seek normal commercial publication. 

Before I put the book as pe much as I coWld in general circu~ 

lation, on May 7, 1966, it had accumulated more than a hundred 

adynee, 
rejections, without a single editorial comment and many sales-— 

ary Mok im? 
stat/t botntons Peathat 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 
; reiaty m dist id uti om 

pani eS beret a I had not a benny to spend on advertising 

and promotions. In faé t, I could not pay the printer. I 

offered him a mortage on the small farm I then -wewred 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 

waar vat 
me for it Mpiess than four months after I put in as mucdh 

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 
no 

September $35,000 was already due me. But (that September and 

not at any other time did I get another penny from Dell. 

Its first accounting did include that first print of a
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“pbbse o eee 
"he ageneles opers: © - JMegally. he prob- 
lem Js Uint dn fie quest for nw and order, 
enso ofter case afler cnse alter case has 
been thrown out beenuse the Inw en- 
forcement and IntelUgenco communities 
acted Mlegally. So I do not think we nt- 
talnany particular status of accomplish- 
menb In conquerlug organized erline, or 
any crime whatsoever for that matter, 

wilh Hlepal acllylles resulllng Ju cases 
belle Lhrown out of court. 

I wowd suggest that the record speaks 
for Ilsel€. Frankdy, I never thought the .’ 
record of former Ablorney General aam- 
sey Clark wos tint good. Bub, comparing 
Is record wilh that achleved by sueceed- 
jng Allorneys General, he Jooks Iie ‘tom 
Dewey Jn bls prosecutorial heyday. 

Mr, IIRUSICA, ‘Vhat record Is bad, but 
do we want lo make 1b worse by adopting 
this amendment which Uhrentens to te 
the hands of the FBL and dry up thetr 
soirees Of Information? Lsay, with tht, 

the soup or the broly Js spolled, and I 
see no use In nddlyg a Lew dosages of 
polson. 

Yho pending 

rejecled. 
Mr. JUENNEDY, Me. President, 1 do nob 

recognize the amendment, as ib has been 
described by the Seuntor from Nebraska, 
as the smendment we are now consider- 
Jug. I feel there has been a gross misin- 
terpretation of the webunl words of the 
amendment and its futention, as well ag 
what tk world actually achleve and ne- 
complish, So IT think J6 Js Important for 
the record to be extremely clear about 

qinendment should be 

_ this. 
If we necept the amendment of the 

Senator Crom Michigan, we will not open 
up the commiuily to rapists, muggers, 
nnd killers, as the Senator from Nebraska 
Das almost suggested by his direct com- 
ments and slatements on the amend- 
ment, What I am trying to do, as I un- 
derstand the thrust of the amendment, 
§g Uhnat It be specific about safeguarding 
the lealthinate InvesUpations tint would 
be conducted by the Federal ageneles and 
tlso the Investipabive files of the FBI. 

As nimatter of fact, Jooklug brek over 
the development of legislation under the 
1966 act and looking at the Senate report 
Janguage from that Jegisintion, {6 was 
Clearly the Interpretation Jn the Senate's 
development of that Jegisintion tint the 
‘Iuvestigntory fle” exemption would be 
extremely narrowly deflved. 1b wns so 
until recent Umes—--really, until about 
(he past few months. Ib ls to remedy tint 
diferent Interpretation that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan which 
we are now considering was proposed. 

I should lke to ask the Senntor from 
Michigan a couple of questions. 

Does the Senntor’s amendment Jn ef- 
fect override the court deelsions in the 
cout of appeals on the Welsberg against 

-Untled Slates, Aspin agalost Department 
of Defense; Ditlow against Brinegar; aud 
Natlonal Center against Welnberger? 

As I understand tt, the holdings jn 
those parlictdar cases are of the greatest 

- concern to the Senator from Michigan, 
As T interpret tt, the Impact and effect 
Of his amendinent would be to override 
those particular decislons. Is that not 

. OL course, 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE. 

Mr, HART. The Senator from Mich- 
Jean ts correct, ‘Uhnat is tls purpose. Vhat 
was the purpose of Congress Ju 1966, we 
thought, when we enacted this, Until 
about 9 or 12, months ago, the courts 
consistently had approached It on a bal- 
aneclng basis, which Js exaclly what this 
amendment seeks to do, 

Mr, President, while several Senators 
are In the Chamber, I should Jike to ask 
for the yens and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Jurthermore, Mr. 

President, the Senate report language 
that refers to exemption 7 In the 1066 
report on the Freedom of Information 
Act—and that seventh exemption Is the 
targeb of the Senator from Michigan's 
amendment—reads as follows: ~ 

Fxemption No. 7 deals with “Juvestigntory 
flles complied for law enforcement purposes.” 

-Thesoe aro the files prepared by Government 
agencies to prosecuto law violators, ‘Vholr 
disclosuro of such fles, except to tho ex- 
tent they nato-avalinble by law to a private 
party, cowd harm the Government's caso in 
court, 

It seems bo me that the Juterpretation, 
tho deflnition, tn.that report language 

Js much more restrictive than the kind 
of amendment the Senator from Michi- 
enn nt thls tine Is atlempting to achieve. 

that futerpretation Jn the 
1966 report was embraced by a unani- 
mous Senate back then, 

Mr, HAIVL. I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts Is correct. One could argue 
that the amendment we are now consid- 
ering, If adopted, would leave the Free- 
dom of Informatloh Act less available 
lo vn concerned citizen that was the case 
with the 1966 language IniUally. : 

Agaln, however, the development in re- 
cent cases requires that we respond in 
somo {ashion, even though we may not 
achieve the same breadth of opportunity 
for the availability of documents that 
mey arguably be sald to apply under the 
oriphunl 1967 act. 

Mr. KENNEDY. hat would certalaly 
bo sy understanding, Furthermore, ‘Jt 
seems to mo that the amendment itsolf 
has considerable sensitivity bullb In to 
proteot against the Invaston of privacy, 
and to protect the Identities of jnfor-: 
mants, and most gevernily to protect the 
legitlinate interests of n law enforcement 
ngency to conduct an Investigation Into 
nny ono of these crimes which have been 
outlined In such wonderfw verbingo hero 
this afternoon—trenson, esplonage, or 
what linve you. 

S80 I Just want lo express that ou these 
points the amendment Js precise and, 
clear and Is an extremely positive and 
constructive development to mecet.legitl- 
mnto Inw enforcement concerns. ‘hese 
are some of the rensons why I will sup- 
port the amendment, aud I urge my col- 
lengues to do so. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER © (Mr. 
Domenic). ‘he Senator from Nebraska 
los 6 minutes remaining, 

Mr. HIUSEA., Mr. President, I should 
lke to polnt out that the amendmeiat: 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan, 
preserves the right of people to a falr 
trinl or Jmpartin’ adjudication. 1b 4s 
careful to preserve the Identity of ai) in- | correct? 

' ‘ 1 Full text of Vongressional Record’ of 
: ; which this is part in-top drawer, of --~ 
l. ann appenis file cabinet. “ 

or a 

‘former. It Is careful to preserve the ae 
of protecting the Investigative techuuiques: NS : 
and procedures, and.so forth. Bub whet i 
about the names of those persons that:¥ 
are contained {n the flle who are not in-%4 
formers and who are not accused of: a 
crime and who will not be tried? What’! at 
about .the protectlon of those people 2s 
whose names will be Jn there, together : 
with information having to do with: z} iy 
‘them? WIll they be protected? It is a real « mc 
question, and it would be of grent Inter-.%i 
est to people who will be named by Ine ge 
formers somewhere along the line of the *¢ i 
Jnvestigntion and whose name presumes, vrs 
bly would stay in the file. ; . rs 

Mr. President, by way of summary, I 
awould Ike to say that It would distort 4 
the purposes of the FBI, Imposing on: we 
them the added burden, in addition to 4 
Jnvestigating cases and getting, evidence, ‘#3 
of serving as a sesenrch source for every ‘ ‘Sait 

writer or curlous person, or for those’ js 
who may wish to nd a basis for sult, 
elther against the Government or:# 
against someone else who night be men: if a 
toned In the fle. ’ u any 

Second, it would Impose upon the FBI: Br 
the tremendous task of reviewing each As 
page and each docuinent contalned InZ 
many of thelr investigatory files to make * 

. an Independent Judgment as to whether 
or not any part thereof should be re=" 
leased, Some of these files are very exe ay 

bf, 

ry
 

me
 

tensive, particularly in organized ‘crime “ NGS 
efises that are sometimes under consid-' B a 
eration for a year, o year and nu half, ary ‘ 
2 yenrs. Ae 

Mr. HART. Mr. President, will the: = 
Senntor yleld? ars: 

si
a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. AM time’ ng 
of tho Senator has expired. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yleld the Senator F K 
ninutes on the bill. i 

Mr. HART. Mr. President, Lhsk ‘unan- 
imous consent that n memorandwn let- f 
ter, reference to which.has been made 
in the debate xnd which has been cen at 
tributed to each Senator, be printed in 
the Recon, e 

‘There beimg.no objection, the letter: , 
wags ordered to be printed iu the HOM, et 
‘as follows: ; ; “de ‘i 

‘MEMORANDUM LETTER es 
A question bas been raised ‘ns to whether a 

my amondmont might hindor the Federnl:; 
Burenu of Investigation In the performance ‘¢ 
of its investigntory dutles, Iho Bureau 4 
stresses tho need for confidentinilty in its’ Sy ‘ 

investigations, I ngreo completely, All of us % 
recognize “the crucial law enforcement role -. aa 
of tho Bureau's unparalled Anvestigating 55h 
capabilities, 
“However, my amendment would not hindet 

the Burenu’s performance lu any way. The 
Administrative Law Section of the American *: 
Bor Association langunge, which my amend- - 
ment adopts verbatim, was cnrefully drawn: 
to presorve every conceivenble reason the Ags 
Burenu might have for resisting dischomure: 40 
of innterinl in an Investigative file: ‘2 

If informants’ nanonymity—whether pald * als 
{uformera or cltizen yolunteers—would ho 2 u 
threatened, there would be no disclosures; .:mM 

If tho Bureau's confidential techniques: =: 
‘and procedures would ‘be threatened, there’ 
woud be no discloswro; .. - ‘e 

If disclosure js an wiwarranted invasion * 
of privacy, there would bo no disalosure ¥ 
(contrary to the Durenu’a Ictter,-thia is 

‘determination courts make all the tle; in 
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Five printings in six months, without a penny spent on 

agvertising and #promotions and not a rpenny from it for me 

over the “advance,” which was for about half the sale of the 

first rinting!
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There was no Dell embarrassment in telling me that 

with a hundred xkousant dnd twenty-five thousand books allegedly 

four 

on hand they printed an additional uzee hundred copies} 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, each was for a hundred 

thousand copies but with Dell agefalso Wowning the printer, 

there was no way of knowing. When -4jJune, 1967 I was invited 

to address the Ohion Associated Press editors ocfvention, amo 

I asked Dell for copies to give out there, I was sent a box 

each book of which was ravens eoul Pats, 2B hte 

Dell's explanation for all those reprints, @ and I have 

no way of knowing if the fourth was the last, was that all Dell 

had sold was half of that first printing! 1¢ 

Yet Whitewash was the only Dell nonficti = best seller — 

for nee first ‘yee months, according to 0 Cen monthly 

ad of fits best sellers. 2 J [wre 

I printed sf cient bobks on the JFK assassination and its 

official. ivewt investigations and sought to force the disclosure 

of withheld assassination records under that most American of 

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

were about a dozen of those | suits, gSome were en and 
1975 

One was stated in the Senate debates on tui ae 

et tbor bs he tot ose—suits C to be a cause 

of thpse amendments (Congressional Record $9336, May 30, 1974). 

My lawyer, Jim Lesar, filed the first suit under the 

amended act, CA 75 —fh226 . We were denied comphiance with the Act 

by persistent FBI perjury. I decided to go head-to-hhaa with 
—_—_ a 

the WORE BI over its A felonies that were denying not only me 
—~7 — 

but all the people their righta@ under FOPIA. Congress, in 

passing that Act, g#istated that thég@ people have the right 

to know what their govermment does. There would have. _beelv. no 
im 4 by's AW 

hazard if Lesar had W#litattrifyuted perjury to the FBI’ ut I put 



DA 

Hundreds did come, including reporters from some of the 

cra —"*, 
major papers. those who came were # from all over this country 

plus some from abroad. One foreign TV team was of four membexs 

and one writing #team 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- 

BRjury indic tment if I lied, as I did not. When the Depart- 

meny «4g Justice, wshich 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, réforted to what 

was in fot an admission of wholelase perjury with an ex- 

planation That explained nothing relevant but,as it figured 

correctla| enabled the judge to evade charging the FBI with 

Arrided Ln web Ayce 

anything-and;opening the massive FBI files 4 leaks +t that Mihi 

avd Ae hw -een—be embarrassing wy + re FB! 

Without using the word "perjury" it fold that court that I 

. could make such claims ad infinitim #@since he is per- 

wld haps more familiar with events surrounding the inv¥estti- 

yey gation of President fijeKennedy's assassination than any- 

| one now employed by the FBI. 

_ I went eye-to-eye with the FBI and the FBI blinked:! 

ate comtinu ed with its ¢perjuries in which it wa une. 
ee ats 

Respite thats I obtained abgut a Rie of a millio r pages 

in pall, wi th all those pages ade 01 folic and available to 

Wirt ry (Abas yah LEE 
all th e people. thege wae also all available~at my home, 

unsupervised andl with the use of our copie’ for any copiees z 

3 f hee 
Gp Of Howry" usd 

First venous keh thrombosis and than dmny other 

medical problems soon made it unwise for me to go down to our 

cellar where all O meer, ngcords were filé> ad. se 

Negk fi 
Others did. @(last to make extensive use of that archive (Gerold 

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

wanted and his wife ding the copying. yx petlwe
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With additional illnesses fthings changed, and not for 

the better. 

5 follows



It was the really stupid Jou of the American Medi- 

cal Association (JAMA),-# series of false and ignorant defenses 

of the official pathologists and the official "solution," that fot we 

otte-ws how I could still be useful, could still use that 

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

that We bene another of the ds 

FBI's Beet witerancen. 

With no prospect of #commercial publication, I could 2.3% 
a cthe_extrenes of. G | wo the 

write book-length commentaries on,the out put/of both sides. : AALE Sh idee fo be. Thane FP are [ wt 

Low Deiné—e—teet could make a record for history. If “beey-were 

othe used) nless available they could not be used. 

It happened that the first -«£tetwo of those book records 

for history were published, by accident. Without a cent spent 
wre) our] 

on sales efforts. Mot a Single review copy, for e xample. Not 
mere : 

a, signle ad or promotion.# In Case Open I referred to Posner 

as a ¢Plagarist and a shyster, among other things. But not a 

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

I Opobrought much factual evidence that had been suppressed 

to lihght. It was the answer to the JAMA proprganda,(and Not 

a word of complaintg cir denigal from J or its hired-hand 
wititer a (hu perked Navy dati tg Fetheei JAMA Atty © dafiwde 

Only abput a quarter of Case Open was used by that pub- | 

Lishe and when it sold out he did not»x i it, but & 

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 Woy ee the depths of their 

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

ment.
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That van was so large hths—h that it broke branches off 

Eo 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 hospit- 

alized with a prolgh hip, I was first put in kidney dialys#s 

prematurely ama shtne/placed in a nursing home from which 

I could not obtain a discrarge. After checking on the avtualities 

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. Thépy 

changed her permanently.And the kidney dialysis, which is per- 

manent, has me leaving home about 5:30 a.m. Monday, Wednesday 

and Friday mornings and getting home about 11 a.m. It hase has me 
each dialysis - 

/Wha omneUs ed ah rest of MERY day and Gometimes for the xext day. 

Or, I have less ene theray and ever so much less time for 

writing. In addition, when my wif e and I were away from home we 
OF docum ens. | . 

were robbed¢\More than once. So, I asked Hood College, a fine 

small college here in Frederick, to please take what 1 apdina 

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

dAocnhuent 
and what it could of my thos. WHEY aid Sako, most but not alf1, 

required two trips by a large moving van WMeetpe- forthe 

moover's—staff. 

And, despite all that interferes with my writing and ey 
, 7a every . . 

despite ny Weakness Ghly some of which can be a.gttributed #to my. dec, 

7 Cnt A ° 
/rhis is the third or 2 four {g bowk since that pneumonia and 

a 

Medicare fraud that my wie (tana I were (Fietimized aby. 

And, as I write this, pt is two weeks before my eighty#- 
q 

eédghth birthday. 
writen 

There are more_than tamy twenty of tiiJese book mamresEipts/as 
ey are mA &O 

a record for our history,/the only one/that dgees gown the 

middle and the only ones that e based entirely on the official, 

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



ment and more intended tf criticize it but strange as it may 

seem and certain as it will offend Fetzer and his associates 

when Wy he and some them consider themselves the subject— 

a Mee), a 
matter experts ane authorities ren, both sidé Are made pur of 

subpect-matter ifforamuses. 

As this will Lhe veene waits te 0 Med fa et 

I do not know how many of these books ipts there 

are because some were stolen along with many files and docu- 

AN 
Kents on my desk and in my office. By checking with those to 

am we 

wh #oopies were were given, wes are now trying to make as good 

a list as is possible for me. 

These are all retyped rough drafts. Instead of editing 

and yf rewriting, I have used the time that wouldftake to get more 

on paper and strive to have it as accurate as (Gan 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 printed 

and available to the #people, with she memoyvtyjte monolithie 

commercial-publisher boycott of an assassination book not in ty le Ietle 

support of the official assassinatiog mythology, there seems te 
b/ 

prospect of commercial-tblisher intereshy “But should ¢ € here pepyhe 

publish 
Canfhave the checking and editing done 

In time, all those books and @ great quantity of the oter 

documents will te available on CDRoms. 

Extra space.



ks i is indicated above, the hardships under which I do 

this writing preclude what I wuld prefer not be precluded. 

In particular, the kinds of citations I prefer. For a decade 

the great volume of records I obtained were not mecessible to 

me. As a result, when I could cite those records by citing 
have core 

them in whakxxxkat the books I had written, I dai that. I gp 

continue doing that because I have no alternative. On some 

occasions thet results in an added benefit for the reader 

because usually there is additional informaion on the 

same subject 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 ae sleet done & 

and that seems to be the basis of some of that’ critical 

comment. My owbl thinking is different. 

I believe that, especially on what is of such extreme 

importance to the people and to their country, not hiding 

ei legt as required by honesty and in providing 

the fuk t infrmevion possible. Thus the writer is, by honesty, 

required to disclose to his reader that, he does have emotion] 

involvement in what he is writing about. That can enable 

the reader to form an impression of the writer. He may regard 

what the writer discloses about fpbshimself as reflecting 

what might be prejudice in the writer. 

This is more than calling a spade a spade. It gives the 

reader a basis for sued judging the writer, # derhaps a 

basis for deciding whether or not to trust pthe¥ writer -



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

have questions ab out the writer and his writing. 

I recognize that ordinarily this just is not done 

and on that basis alone often is not approved @€ or is used 

to discount the writing. However, I believe that -apaete 

particularly on a-sibkes subject like this, so f@rare in our 

national life, the writer should nua nothing back from 4# 

the reader and from f:he record his writins can make. If that 

leads some to downgrading what I write, so be it, but I feel 

that, particularly on this subject, 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 oo to this nation, and no other writer 

od ‘Snom I know tells eee to the people and provides official 

and once-secret proofs of it. 

It aldo is a-fact, an officially-6kstablished fact, that 

there was an official decision, on the lige level, ® not 

to investigate the crime itself. That will be hard for most 

Americans to believe. But it is a fact. I Whad assembled 

official records fim fm various official sources that hold 

the tproof of thfis. Bi yee discussed them with two other 

people in my office. 1}660 recofrds were not in files, as 

most are, They were om four or five differeht places and in 

boxes atop file cabinets. I was quite surprise /to find all 

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

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

the believe that I am bugged, under electronic surveillance.



a lécan think of no other way in which anyone could know that 

I had tose records of could jahave 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 

aft tng/Avith further explanation in this book 

The decision not to investigate the crime itself and to 

designate Oswald the lone and unassisted assassin was made as 

dsoon as it was known that Oswald was dead and that there 

would be no trial. 

Which means there would be no examination and cross- 

examination of pany of the aaied evidence against him. 

Which,jn fact did not exist thépin and has not existed 

since then, 

Very few people have this knowledge and fewer still 

have the evidence of it. But it, too//ay -at eleast let us 

hope- # unique, unheard=fof about any of our governments. 

That evidence, too, I believe, the ¢gpeople fishould have. 

But all of it was withheld from the dpeople until under 

FOIA in and by means of a dozen jawsuits, I was able to 

obtain it, some from secret official hiding places where 

what by law war required not. to be secret was more than secret- 

there was no normal way of obtaining it trop’ where it was 

‘hidden officially. 

Even the official hiding of required evidence of the 

murder is something the people should know thaiftheir 

government did. 

If a democratic society is to continue to be « democratic 

society , 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 the government then did and did not funé tion. 

Particularly if taere=ts other criminal activity involved, as 

there was when John Kennedy was assassinated and there was ¢ 

this immediate decision, on the highest level, not to tell ¢ 

the people tie truth by not intestigating the crime itself. 

Among other things that, again let us hope , ate witkgout prseatoni— 

in our country, this also meant seeing to it thet the assassins, 

the -~ umurderers /would be fprever 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 withthe assassins guaranteed their freedom. 

When the Warren Commission filed its report and ended 

its official life im—thet and thereafter, when various 

government agencies also tried to see to it that the 

peBple could know no more ti:an the Warren Vommission told 

them - most of which the people had nopractical way of 

knowing - and tried to keep their records secret, the only 

mesns fy which the people could leard more, which means be 

better informed so that our political system might ores as Fi 

intended, was through the limited efforts private Seiko 

citizens could natee fee 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 shoauld 

have done and decided not to do, owe 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 fluence judgement and if that is possible
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then the reader as well as history's judgement should know


