In late 1993 compliance with th~ speeial law enacted to require theé disclosure

of still undisclosed records relating o the JFK assassination and its investigations,

peq an !
the govérnment bsesuse maluing a vast quantity of them available at the National Archives.

The volume was so great, some estimates saying that a million peges were being disclosed,
v
/
for all practical purposes there was and remeis de facto denial to,most Americans. The
hodd enod fuinr -4 )
cost is peag prohibitime and few have the space to a%evm-ah"th? W file cabinetsd LE
Apld e alinsug,

(ﬁ;e media, however, praised the jovernment for its openness. #%= the CIA did disclose
a considerabls volwee of pages it withheld an equal or great votums-af—psges. The FEL

disclosed nothimzlét all., And those who did examine what was disclosed reported that
a large percentage of those records had been disclosed many years earlier and were not

new disclosures. ﬁ"‘f‘m {IJ'l"'?’WW‘d’J- weJ “f —'{M‘{!/ ’\ JJ 9 Mm’

Baskdng inh these praises the government retriyéad from the Lydon Jolnson Library
in Austin, Texas, transcripts of his phone calls ’r:o‘talmr about 500 pages. That libgary,
like all presidential libraries, is part of the National Archives.

The government also wmade available duplicates of scme of the tape recordings
themselves, W&tﬁaeted great attention when aired by TV and radio.

Comtrary to the improssion given the people with grea® eare, the disclosed trans-
scipts were selected with some care. All were not disclosed, nor by far were all the
tapes. Wit 87— -

X What is not disclosed - and I have copies - mze include’esmy indication of any lind
of the -ﬂmeﬂlmsm \one conversations of the nipght of that XHBEEAE Hoover-Katzen—

beck conspiracy not to investigete the arime ilselfl}

Hot Moyers!' call to Jc:l':.mtsozzl, not Johnson's immediate call to Hoover and not his
gall to “atzenbach that he placed as soon as he spoke to Hoover.

Also not disclosed is Johnson's caﬁ.l'zl.”&rl%; night of the day of the assassination
that, according to Hoover's Warrven Commission testimony, directed him to imvestigate

and report on the crime.
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Some media elements did refer to'“,the/Katzenbach memo and then immediately explained



it away as merely reflecting fear of a disasterous war coming from the assassination.

A never-cnding fear?

Wlat is ctated as policy in the memo was the practise beginning then and to this day

has not been changed or ended.

That was not any kind of disclosure, /fuch s the media hea heralded it as what it
wus not, new ingormation. I published it TooeaxiEx almost two decades earlier, in my 1974
book,_Whiteuash I%:;;EEi%E&}%ﬁf%ﬁh%he facsimile reprodictuon of a staff memo on Chairman
Wiarren's first meeting with his Commiscion staff, on January 20, 1964.

Without realizing that J chnsen had hornswoggzled him into tears Warren told the staff
thet he took the 55b, knowing full well that he should not, to prevent getting "the
country into a war ;hich‘could cost 40 millions lives." (page 24)

If any such possibl: d been believeﬁ:tﬁ exist, it ended before the Commission held

Lapdien *

anﬁ%hwrings, mor4likelx’5§_§ie time it vas appointed, seven days after the assassinatian.étff

jﬂun nothing at all had happened.

In its treatment of the this kedx Katzéﬁ:;ach memo articulating the conspiracy
acainst investigating the crime itself, the unended conspiracy, the media again made

itself apologist for errant officialdom rather than serve its traditional role of

exposing official miscréants.

o v Thes Forb
4nd thus, 3= until nowy this conspiracy is unexposed,

///,ﬁhﬂt walks like a duck, talks like a duck and looks like a duck is not a duck

46 our media, which has yet to report that the ciime itself was never officially in~

vestigated



