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Coneclusicens
Throuzhout this book I have besn critiecsl of th presz as I have of the
goverment. Tyis is becouse it hes fziled us end itszlf, becauee it has ag’
impéatens, privpleged snd essentisl function in our scciety. That it has
in the 1. st half of the 20 twentieth century interpreted these obligations
to meen 1t hsas s license to make money and the obligstion to support basic

government policy in ﬁ excuses its foilings or explalns them.

"ith minor exception only the press has blinded itslef to tha truth

of the fraudulence o! the HReport, fesring whet followse. In its unsnimity it

sees ultimote protection. Afterwsrd it will best its bresst. 1t hss become tte

medium for the herving on these Tew of us who heve persevaved;—wh=—have tried
to ask the unssked questionja?tﬁ‘ind the snswars to these and those that were
asked snd never answered, of all ths treditional slanders and libels end ssewrted
abuses inventew parfected by certain elements of th: press over tha years

MEA~ Ll /' ’
and for this dedieesed purpose has devised s—Sew mews. e J

Lwven sttack on the practise of the ¥y "free entrerpriza")laystem is” -~
todey escceptsble if it serves ss & means of temporarily thwarting the ra‘;_:la'tion
of the ess-ntisl truths. +hus it 1s hoénorabdble for 211 of the press-the newspspers,
megazhnes and electronic media;to make s profit, to do‘what they do for "money",
for their lickspittles to licko gr LONK to psey .'685,000 for the Maf*.mhaste:‘r e
dilitente Machisvellisn/that is the unintended unofficial ~.vhitewashw’a‘:}:¢;rw "f
fop—Leek* wos the most uﬁin_}:libited and the most successful commerciali?’l;iﬁ

v

publishing historygfor Cherles Hoberts to be the only writerm of what is

called e bonk bscasuse there is no other form into which it fits and to be a
profit-msldnz, eulogized, syndicated, sought-sfter men though he mows less sbout
the subject than snyone else writing in the field, is more unrestrained in nis
employmnet of the aceumulsated dishens=st journalistic devieces of the eges, =nd to
ma'ce "money" from his tainted and futile sycophancy@l"‘c is hnonorasble and /ﬂ“ﬁ‘%

Ioudensery for those who support the unsupporteble position of the gdv.roment
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=7/'"ax wea'lthm becomin-~ social lions and more veluable ss sources

of informstinn for their semployers in ths process. Only those who uisegres-—
not the msjor tert of the lute Preeident's stafl whose literary wealth comes from

A
his murder slore ! not Roberts, the only one to sesk to casdﬁj;_cn the word

t
assassanation in his title, combining it with ths word "truth" as thouzh he

unde rstond its mesning.es—the Sslinger who from the ppofundity of his i norance,
I

J
wrote & glorifying introduction to it - only those who do stsnd to bs counted

and resolutely press forward in the sesarch for more of the truth thast slone can

b

meke of society viable - only _We are "S3CaVEeNZers.
So we scavange, end in the—scavenging sszk to recqﬁ'ture the naticnsl honor
41

<hat was lost in the essassinstion end in its shameful "investigstion. 9@4@#‘37%'

['srv'rlsm;bas Distriet Attorney of New Urleanslwhmmafz

so meny of & 28 he and 1 sa ,lottey
v, Y)T‘ }
r
conducts his investigatuoni\ under similar attack.
The environment in which he labors is liks ours. He is impeded, as we
a
are and heve be:n, in every conceivable \mb those who on other subjects

say let "Let us see what is there". “are th stoné ay not be lified for too many
noR

§

P2ar what is vile thet is under it.

Ye:pite this we hove establishsd certsin nnmm fects and the require-
ment for the snswer of additional cuestinns, The previcus list of unsnswered oned
iz pristine, 2-siting snswer, like Brunhilde inside the ring of fire.

J

Parheps the most shnckmng/tha-me-s't incredible unassailsble
prosf 1 heve musteredllyhak th.= vhitewssh was oflicial, ntended,

and until now «wes successful. There is much th=t is shameful hﬂ the secret
3 ot 20
history of the federsl police, but Fheir pretense that they reslly conducted en
g
investigetion in J,(e"rprlaans when they wal"e/in i‘sc?) shgéterina: varmin, brooming

the trecks, snd engogéng in the most elaborate pmtensetj.am J'rnrestzi,{;:ar, ors
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were complicsted with the peopls they should have been investigating. They
bes towed "elesn bills of he=1th" 1like Cod with his blessings. They involved
the honor ani integrity of the Sttorney Genarsl, the President snd the
entire netion in their lsst-ditch defense of thsir chicanery, e
They "picked Ferrie clean",
They invsstigsted th: Shew who snys hes wses unawsre of it snd found
inl vt
him pure, lesving mo re@ord of his neme in more than 45,000 so-ealled
3 e provnming

They refused the follow leads snd chel|enmges thrown st them, ‘misrepr=send
ted, dissembled, deceived snd lied.

They debased and insultasd or they toysd with and ignored those who wanted
to say whst they lmew snd could md They Pleyed gemes, meking & charade of
the investigstion of @ President's murder.

They feiled to csll the witness8s who had to De ca;le&,-a&drﬁay
did not, when they had the right witnesses on the sta.nd, ask the obvious and
necessary questions, no mestter how necessary and obvious‘f no natter whet thsir
training, the tesaditions snd practises of their professions, its standsrds and

&

their obligsti'onsd and for this thep demand honor 8nd respect, spprovel as t—h&ae-
=

t ig their sutomatic ~izht for the monstrous thins they have done thet is as

awful ss punishsable crimes, Worse thon most. " -
o -;re;fyl-_—"/
They interfere with snd impede in ev=ry wa ossible By Andirection
reeessery, wiEh(every effort to bring out the truth, ssk the unasked cuesiions,

find the unscusht and svoided witnesses and evidence , whether it be private,

like the writing and circulation of & bo-k or officiasl, like Carrison's investigo-
tion. Against both every possible important snd powerful voics, from that of the
President dnwn)has been muate ‘ed ani exploited. !lot to sme=r snsvwer questions,
not to spe=l truth or to help thoss who do, but to malke as impossible as they

oy e

ean snd as unpopulsr as @ servent press csn help them make all eflort to Himd

aut and prove whet reslly happened when John Fitzgersld Kennedy wes murdered.



0
*.."hy)they snd thg._Fr chTpus of hendmnidens, jesters end literary lstrine
wardens esk, why should this h=ve bssn done, ond in asking the question they
B
pts thngh JF

age -ast and Iww thrice, as though the ssking of this questicn is its own answer, anel
/fwﬂﬁaﬁw*

Yhy should the eminent Ghief Juatice( behind whose judiciel gowns 8nd

reputation g:rmany who sre scoundrels and others just wrong hide liks guilty j‘m

boys sms/their mothers skirts) be perty to & "c-nspirscy"? This is ¢ faverite

guesticn by which thosé akmma who psk it of me plant ths idea thzt he is, which

I do not nx3 end never heve belisvedor even hint=d et. Quite the contrery,
I regard 4im as another and snother 11nd/Lf victim. These are not his friends who
ask this question, fjor are they his defenders of* the defenders of eny member of
the former Com-issicn.

Charles Roberts, that well-rewsrded adult who fashions gtraw men and
e A A S
in fockin: them down thinks'smd sste—ss—thousl e Wers & 1enm, Put it this

£ ; T _
wayy careful to st ribute the words within nuoptton maerks to en énniscient
snonymous Secret S2rvice sgent ( i+ would be comforting to Xmow th:t he conducted
" I

none of the investigations):f,gr_mg-é&&e&e—e-?—tha—a%ememk

n"Tf this is & conspirscy, it's really a big ore. It's got to include tie
Dellss police forece, the Secret Service, the FEI, sll the doctors et Perklsnd,

all those doctors st Sethesds, the entire Tarren Oommission, the “arren Yommission

staff, %,he Justice Yepsrtmen*, and finslly, the Attorney Gemersl, or it just w%'t
work." ,"’]4’ WM / .

Int his own specisl cheracture of B ‘oberts adds, gretuitously,

"The Attorney Genersl st thet times wes Sote rt F. Kemnedy."

The measure of the resl snd the meny other Robertses is hers: he knows betier
then the sentiment he attributes to his unnemed Secret Service wgentjund he mows.
)that as. Attorney General th: President's brother,

I thinlc properly, disessociated himself from sctive control over the investigat ion

or he hes ho excuse for writing
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of his brother's murder, In doinz this he remove: the one tsint to it that is
mi:sing. The complsint that the: inveltigation was dominszted and directesd by a8
vindictive, revengemseeldng brother csnnot be made. .

Unly & men &% lacking in integrity or lmowledge or undarstandﬂ esn
seriously ssk, f "AT this is sm conspirecy” without ssying what he m-sns by
"thls". I§ he referrinz to th- assassinstion: To what public sutheority did in
Dallas: To the llarran “omnission snd its “ev ortI

There is not now snd there never hss been sny cuestion sbout the [Mw.
wardory The Commission ppoved no one men in the world could havs comnitted it
under those circullstances. It proved this redundently snd lied sbhout its
proofs, ﬂ:laiminp %= black is white. In so doing it provet} bAzis way, thst
Oswald could not huve done it alona)and in the meny other mesw—meny ways
* desge dregded from its own misrppresented evidence e:d publishsd in the two
WHITEVASH books, proved thet Oswald could have killed no one-not the Fresi ent
and not Foliceman J.D. Tippit. Ifr no one men could have done the assassinstion,
end on this the “omwission's evidence is overwhelming, then there was a cons “iracy.
“Aberts and those for whom he speasks snd those ha deceives or who prefer being
deceived, ttd_nkimé they find security in i%, csn say or do what they like, besid
believe the unreslity snd preach it. They do not i:b-aw thereby change the
fact .ny more then the earlier Uanute,é/.

""hat heprened when Oswald was in the hsands of public suthority mey or -
may not be a conspirsey. Too much of it cannot bs explained in sny other way

on the besis of the deliberste insdequacy the “ommission pretends was an investi-

w
g2tion. Before s definitive BnsSgr can be give by those with mors responsibility

then the Robertses, “enchesters snd Me-rimem Sniths heve, thers must be more

dependaeble informetion. '--'hn} tha Uomiiaﬁf—(which in~ludzs the fBI mnd the
-

Secret Scrvices)ddid not zather it snd memte rs did not insist uvon it they



T 11; Ly
aleone can ssy. ..nd they should, they must. rkm
- ar

in rnsw ring this xemmixztmam question iifis nocesary to definie 'Che=w

“Comrission". If by Comnis:zion is m ent the members slons, 4 have no doubt they

were aeves pert of anytdmi—< g conppirscey. iy Tirst book, %wh ch H?(he rts aml
A

Smith =% have written eithsr without heving or what is no mors flatter®
WA
ing, havine undegrstbod it, begins with statement and the reac=ons for i*.

Considerinz the staff es part of 2 consnirscy is another metter, snd another lcind
if conspirsecy. For most there cen be no question. The snswer is negstive.
Ferheps this is true of #ll the direct staflf, those on the Cormmission's own
payroll, although there are to~ meny conirery ilndicstions thst cannot bs exp~
la inecf by apolozies of "sloppiness" or "incopetence”. Between thrnﬂ::a-f-‘: and the
Where is the distinction of those who ere fed s pre-digested pablum and
those who do thse feeding. The busy members of the Commission, when they were
there - nd only 8 aixtb%f the hesrings hod 2s mmy as & singls member pressnt-
took whet they got and had little choice.

Tane question is not whether there was = comspirscy but how memy there wers.
Thet there we= & consmirscy to kill is beyond questiun.:],—’-c hasmst be:n
lied about. —t was proved in my first book, proved sgein in my seccnd, and wes
proved thxrEmfixx in othsr ways by other writers. "het.Garrison 1s investige ting
is one sspect of this.

‘het is now needed more then any other single thing, in my ovninion, is a
judicinl determinstion of fact, madem?f judge =nd a jury. D: =pite the opnesition
and the t-~o-meny ob:tacles chead of him/ I welcome 'his chal enze and belizsve
thet it 1s possible to overcome the necesssry difficulties placed in his way by
the hew esnd the unnecessary ones by thosz with 2 vested interest in his failure
end who ars doings what they cen to sccomplish it.

iy
It nos be possble to eddress much of what %‘siae in this beck in that

proceeding becsuse ol +he proper restraints of the law. &nd the lsw must work,



our soeciety must bezin to funetion again, It did not work -nd society f=11 spart
; 0 1
in Dalles, “t must work in Ya= Yplasns, *egarﬁless of ths ~utcome of the pendi-g
procesding, it must be in sceordance with the law, to the degree that Garrison
powerful op-osition permits.

is cepable and KX TS sHEWEE ORI PpE¥RIEC

fhat can be done Bbout‘the terified witnesses who heve svery resson o
penic end fesr for their lives 15 s question I cennot snswer. The 8loquent

[

Angrews wkese-picturesous expression Leps ; i is ad’'ressing reality

in seying "I lpve to breathe". Orest Fens, having beun tﬁeatened, wsg weylaid
snd besten. Evaristo Rodriguez wss threstened snd then shogylihethar or not these
things sre rel ted, who amonz those called 4o testified cen feel otherwise’?: The
mizht end mejesty of the federal govebnment -nd ths influence of the At orney

OUEHT
Yenecrsl gsn-better be larpliezf to preservinz ths sanetity of our courts and of

!
justicEmrItW
o resl answer to the "why" need be msde, but before that it is neces:=ary
to inzist that vroving the investigation snd its officisl fsport ere wrong is in
itself & legitimste end & complate end for s writer. ;t is not ineumbent upon
me to jugtify t?yt nee-solitary demend for s new and fully-public investigetion
by do:\wm Ty estsblish its need I need only estahb-

dne.

lish the fai v Tyis must be an offieial catharsis snd
ultimately, if it 1s to recappure the respect of its own citizens snd of the
world, must be accompsnied by the frank sdmission of er-or by the government._
Our entire concept of justles is predieated upon the certsin knowl=-dge that men
are human and will err. If Jesus could trust ffuduas, what right @ wefhavae 'to
expect end demand infallibility of mortsls: But the mechsnism for the rectifi-
ecation of expected error is basie in out justice. To say that a court can err am
men in ng:rnment conzot 1s childish. So it 1s no more incumbent upsn me +o prove

every elsment aznd aspect of what did hsppen to disprove the Eepor”g then it is for

the Jom-igssion's most promihent legsl aplogzist, “ouis Uizer, to someons



who 1s guilty to defend his client. Lo insist to the contrary, as Ilizer does
in publie, is to deny the basis of our soeisty esnd its concert of rizht. That

Mizer's cleim coincides with 2is ne=d o publicize his own book wigek Whose
at ik & XA L X ‘.. 7 ETe Sy e =TT IR TS 1 E A TE
afpearance #{ the clarion call he had not previously hsard perhaps

explains it end him.

Mot beczuse it is nescessary but bzcsuse 1t iz logleal I huve meme alr=ady

v ar
given one answer to the why szsked by those whe want no answer but use the question
w o pratmiid
i ik

85 a public-relstions, really s propsgenda wespon. There had %o be 6’1vhite':rash
becsuse of the CIA involvement. Only ths CIA could get Aawey with whst.wes the
cherscters in the story of Ovwald in lew YUrleans dsred and did, with wkmk the
training o  “pbans for invssion of -uba, with haulins arms sceross the country,
“nd with the conspiratorisl ':rera dons in Yew Yrlsans <
end sre new in eourt, This ig the seme CIx o7 th- 3Bay COf Pigs, of the ﬁ'an&fe\

~ Gary Poers U-2 flight! of Laos and Irsg 2nd all over Africa and many other
places. Tyis is the CIA thet could end did vest the 3e'p1rb§-’bi.-on of Pr=sident
Iiisenhowar and,\the cuntry is a knowingly folse covar story thut it knew was
ruptered befors it was faunched; thet it mew could not succeed unlss the intent
wes for{ﬂ: not to succeed, to wrecl the growin~ dstente in wreckins the T'aris
"Sum-it Jepnference", which it did do. This is the CIA that corrunts youbh in the
name of_l"nut ional 3ecurity” send is preised for it. Tpis i the II4 thet iz a lew

unto itself, that is respansio snd repsonsible to no one, thst milkes the rules

P2
gni luws as 1t zoes - that is invisible and uncontrchabe gov‘trnmentﬁ‘ W

AWmine
There #s/in oy mind s question & t the naturc of i%s involvement. *+%
fuac
se=ms to me pozcible thut it d by its mendicsnts znd was=then trapped

g i Ihis is

e
1 -
by unwillingness c?/let it be xnr:u:!mc>

conjacture. Nnthing else is possible becsuse thers wes no investigation, becsuse

in the shemeful sham shat is callé*ﬂn called an investisation this i: ons of the
"‘{5 _ %o meny guestions not asieu, not faced, o hideous skeleton dressed in the

":&nreror' s Ul-athes.
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Extfeea I?u.c.,
b (hlefpnl”

Nowhere is there the nsme of Cley Bertrend or Clay Shaw., The whitewssh is
[aS

S01idly opsaue. The Report is too delicate to refer to chsins snd whips and black

YWrll
cloeks (one of net) and to leather, or to the ritual "msrriages" of theseunfortunstes:
W
Liebeler wes too "thorough" to ask “ean fdarew Andrews nd when he met Bertrasnd.

Had he been less thorough and more lawyer he would, and he end we would have learned %
that this occurredﬁive years earlier, at such s "festivel", Andrews, once f rth-
right, once determined to help solve the crime of the century, actually told the
Wew Orlesns grend jury of the Commission's lawyer what Sylvis Udic and meny others
said of the FBI: he didn't ask the right - and the very obvious and very necessary-
ouestions. Thus did the Commission establish "truth".
None ofm central figures of the %@ story of Oswsld in New Orleans

sre in the Report. Every one and meny more would have be-n in the Commission's
supposedly definitive solution to the assassination had it cénducted the investiget ion
Bnd analysis with which it was charged, had the FBI conducted the investigation it

‘ says it ddd snd did not and with which it was cherged; had there not been the pre-
determined sclution and the sll-covering whitewssh., Oswald's pubic heirs srepimportant.

Sergio Arcachis Spith is not, The total suppression of the involvement of these

o
mysterious snd unsought figures treinigfCubsns for the-invasion of Cube snd running
munitions accross the country while meking threats thet the “resident should be killed

is of no consequence. is was avoided. What shakes the earth is thet Oswadl was s 8

! atle foin
Eyuﬂr old truent(serving an early aprrenticeship as p Presidential assassin.

am Azo.
nor the other known Cubens and their organizationsMM “

And J. Edger Hocver said, "I myself go over t&salto see that we haven't

Evhe san

missed snything."



A s dep

Nowhere in the Report is go‘:%. Ferrie mentioned. Nowhere in its
900 peges is there e reference to the strange James Bond documentg Lieutenant /W
Martello found &n Oswald's wallet and "inadvertently" falled to return to
him;, no¥ to the lieutenantéa fixed interest in this mya;g;rious paper et i
consistent only with the estsblis'ment of an intelligence cover, mot to his
enxiety to get it to the §eerst Service imnedistely, or the continuing compul=

sion that ceused him t» meke a copy for himself and to thereafter give the

Secret Service an sdditionel copy end the FBI 2 seperate one,

Wesley Liebeler could not use it to show evidence of Oswald's known non-existent
rifle skill, _e@?:ough he tried, so it was not mentioned at all...{,s..'#« Aﬁ"tﬁ({(
Even with the clear imteron’ee that Ferrie, & pilot and the owner of
plene, could heve flown Oswald t: Dellasdthat the reel end not & false
Lee /garvay Oswald could have appesred in Mrs. Sylvis Odio's epartment to
be represented as the,&nan who though Kennedy' should be killed and he would show
how, thia entire matter is not mentioned.

That Ferrie was arrested, known to Liebeler end thus to the Commission,
is suppressed from the Report.

The nemes of Lieutenant Dwyer mmtecuw 0'Sullliven are not once
in those 900 pages, elthough 0'Sulliven wes & witness.

Lieutenant Martello does sppear once - to be used to poison the well
against Owwald (pege 417)%

"Tigutenant Martello of the New Orleans Police testified that Oswald stated
he d4id not spesk English in his family becsuse he did not want them to Become

ricenized.”

Voebel, too, is mentioned, snd for the same purpose (page 383):"Edward

Voebel testified that "he was more beshful about girls than snything else®.”

What the Report does not sey is thet this wes in junion high school.

®n the seme pege (middle, beginning "Two dsys later" end to end of par.

Nowhere is there a reference to the CAP or Osweld's interest in it, f‘—’éﬂ’é”ﬁf



A not quite identieal reference appears in Appemdix X111 (pege 679), omx
"Biogrephy of Lee Harvey Oswald". Here is ssys, "In Meme response to the question
whether he had 'eny close friemds in this school', he wrote,'no'," On the seme
pege there is reference to the Civil Air Petrol, but not indexed:"He was briefly
8 member of the Civil Air Patrol...occessionslly he played pool or darts with

—_—
his friend Edward Vos®el Voebel."

0ddly, the same source is used to show that Oswald filled in the blank as
is cited to show he seid "no", Commission gxhi‘b:l'c 1413, pp. 9-10, with the
reference to the slightly contradictory quotetion from psge 383 being cited in the
footnote on pege 679.

FBI Agent Quigley's msme isxwkmx not missing from the Report. On page 327
he is aiong those cited among others as heving "declsred, in substence, that
Oswald was not an d.nformant or sgent of the FBI,.es™

In en effort to explain away 'Ele perplexing behevior of the FBI with
respect to Oswald (pp 436-7) the Report mentioned Osweld's demand of the police

that an FBI agent interview you. The Report does not mention how exceedingly

e

ol
unusualy ig wes for e men -geing-out to/get himself arrested while handing out
/
alleged "Fair Play For Cube Committee"™ literature ,(fter accomplishing his oWn

wi 2
arreat/ demd% interview with the FBI) even though he h@d e public record

of defection to the Soviet Union snd knew he had been of interest to the FEI.
This spologis for the FBI begins: (R 436, ON August, to 437)
Two mbeliewbu_m;wﬂ:ﬂtﬁﬁiwe{—the—ﬂl—#ellﬂ-%—ﬁrat
aayn,ﬁﬂald
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Two unbelievsble snd really contradictory attempts et justification of the
FBI folaow., The first ssys, "Neither these discrepsncies nor the fect that Oswald
had initiated the FBI interview was considered sufficiently unususl to necessi-
tete another interview",

Then the "reﬁaoning” of Alsn H. Belmont, Assistant to the Director of the
FBI is quoted: ( end of quote).

The Report then stetes: [next peragpeph)

This, of course, explains nothing end compounds the mystery while under-
1ihing the evasiveness of both the federal police snd the Report. As it was
precieely the point that the man %Wras. Odio hed introduced to her as Oswald,
the msn who was going to sl\ow the Cuban refugees how aa:z it would be to
murder President XKemnedy, could not have been Oswald, it :a emactly the poini'
"that Oswald was unlmown" thq( "pro-Castro or Comrunist Party" circles in New

Oflle'au'rf He 61 Fnoom b pati~lot Lubsua, ot fic mw»ﬁﬂru.p«(‘ e ﬂtfé»f‘

All of this, egein, is consistent with one thing: OCawald's establishment

of whet in intelligence circles is known 8s a "cover”, his own false identity,
—— n tq 3t
in this case &8s a pro-Getro—Satr Castroite, the cover with which he unmccgq‘mlly
L Ardt
sought permissien of the Cubsn México City consulate to—enterGuba,
et
one additional reference to Quigley in the Report (pege wg)éa—ub%eh
Bhee sgsin the suthors of that Report seek to shelter the FEI, Hosty, the FBI's
"Oswald expert", who, sccording to Msrina 03n1$ mey ¥ have interviewed her
espr= husbend on an occesion not mentioned in the Report (WHITEWASH II, “Sehere
"gcheharazadaﬂ, who did ndt type uo his notes until sfter the assassinetion end
then regarded the destructinn of his originsl notes as nopmsl,
L'Lf Begin quote from 439 indented and {fht with "did nothing", continuing to

end of quote from Hosty.
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Thus we have a Report on th- assassinetion of President Kennedy jimwichthe

rely--ignore in which sll of the
solid, irrefuteble in evidence finds no reference - a case of sgppression of
shocking indications of the conspiracy the Commission was to conclude did not

exist.
meanin, '
We heve a feport in which there is nofreference to the 1nvolh'ement of% (/ 4’

') ane
le’ﬁu. Gg_)_aan refugees, guests, often—mendicants, in our country ie not mentioned.

There is, in the story I c¢sll "The False Osweld",the most obvious indications of

a conspiracy to/ﬁll John F, Kennedy, the conspirscy in which, et long lest and

t}MﬁWf{ Wy enruate ;
creEIt’- New Orleans District Attornéy ﬁm Garrison is no¥ interested.

It is but another and more d emeaning evaesion for the Comnission's members,
staff and other apoleogists to pretend that the Commission did not conclude there
was no conspiracy. They hide behind the evasive langusge charactardlntic of
8ll the basic conclusions, in this case from lts conclusion to the chapter
entitled "Investigation of Ppssible Conspiracy (pages 243-374)., Tpis is the
chspter in which the sppearsnce of"i’ﬂe #False Oswsld" at Mra, Ydio's apartment
is dismissed (psge 3% 324) with the nonsequetur, "the Commission hss concluded
that Lee Harvey Oswald was not at Mrs. Odio's apartment in September of 19639,
TBis is the chapter in the 132 peges of which the enti_re story of "The False
Oswald" and his CIA-sugzesting collesgues are ignored.

The chepter on "o&nppiraey“opmimt‘ concludes there was none. But the
exdet lenusge, the cloask behind which all offieials and their self-sppointed
defenders now seek to hide, is thés:

"Based upon the investigetion reviewed in this chapter, the Commission
concluded that there is no ejgdibla evidence that Lee Harvey Oswald was mrt of
8 conspiracy to asssssinate President Kennedy."

There are two evesions haere, one imredistely invoked aml the other in
reserve, less susceptible to current employment. It is hardly likely in 1987

that the Commission cen invoke in its defense the neswure s=mef and self-imposed



limitotions of its investigation. Ifh«_w.ve alresady made too much of it
public in my two previous books and numerous redio emd TV appearances,

The temporary protection is sought in this quelification "no eredible evidence”,

Without considerstion of what is here disclosed, whet was entirely known

to the government snd comes satdmely from ;%crat files,efzikmzEok the
Commission's most basic conclusions is that » in fact, there was no conspiracy.
The popular phrese ofyt he dey was "the lome end unassisted assassin". The
exact langusge of the opening chapter, "Summary snd Conclusions" (psge 19),

the part of the Report also used as a press release, is "The shots which killed
President Kennedy and wounded Governor Connally were fired by Lee Harvey
Oswald",

There is almost nothing in the Report which is not phrased in different
places in different ways, permitting thm pretense that the
Commission did conclude this or did not conclude that. But the basis of the
entire whitewash of the assassination is in these two things: that Lee Harvey
Oswald was the assassin, and thet he was the lone assessin, with no assistsnce of
any kind for any person or persons,

Had not thg%ry of "The False Oswald" besen ignored, hsd not it and
the story of "Oswald In New Orleans" not been suppresed from the Report, there
was ne possibility of even an ovas:l')& a.llegation th@thara was no conspiracy.

In concluding this book, the third part of my own "Report on the Warren
feport” which now will have five parts, + declare as I did in ending the first:
The expected job has not been dome and mwt be, and entirely in public. No

Wi/ U > [ Wirteng(®
more star chambers- back rooms in Dalluﬂin which thére is no person present
besides the Commissl on lawyer and stenog’rapher and the witness., This is & mechanism
guargl\teed to produce error snd to aub\)w’r swyera)tha most honest and dedicated
of whom) should never be subjected to such temptations,

11 the beme sbsence of eny issues to take to court L believe thi?w

investigstion must be an officiel one. I believe it must be entirely in public,
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with no gamy off-the-record exhhesnges that include such stertling events as

the charge of perjMry simed st & mejor witness by a Commission lawyer. When
there is no opposing counsel, the basis of our \)J.udicial concept end system,

whare the adverssry system of our justice cennot operate, the least we can demsnd
is the unrestricted admittence of the press and that pert of the geme ral publie
that can be sccomodated,.

There must be no secrets When s fresident hes been sssassinated - none

for the solution of the crime and none for the integrity of our gdéwe rmment snd our

soctety, The fresid ol wud P iwhepity ff T st e ane vovptinr [hoen fhe LA

Where there see are possible criminal prosecutions, they also must be
entirely open, entirely sbove-board, with 2ll the rights of the accused protected
and guarsnteed, for these ere mot only the rights of all the accused, they are
alaoi’the rights of a8l 1l the innocent, of s8ll of us.

Thus I welcome the investigetion of New Orleans District Attorney
Garrison snd hope that he will pursue it as relentlessly as he has his

investigations of police brutality end other denisls of human rights in
his juridt jurisdiction. He has already been considerably, impeded.
time S g CEN Bppesr before—e—grend jum ance—of

g
nd- by the premsture disclosure of

Lonst A pgieitd) of fnirivpad:
his plens end aep:‘iut{{u/cmy the first effect of the unwante d and

uisought publicity that broke the afternocon of Friday February 17, 1967,

was to warn those who might be involved., It is slready public knowledge that

some of the key people have disahpaared@a_m«:r—parﬁcipant—tsﬂrg—ﬂud-ﬁhé
ceuwntry, Others have taken the publicity as & warning to silence, to the
convenient lepses of memory theat "pﬂagued" so meny of the Gm)'aﬂion'a witnesses
who had so much to "forget".

Thus also I have restricted this book to whet is publicly evallable. The
documents in it ere secret only in the sense that the Commissi on fsiled to

publish them as it should have., They are all available to quelified researchers.

The government suppliei all of them to me. I paid for the copying end have the
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esnclelled checks/ to prove it, I em not Jeames Bond; I en an analyst.
And thus elso I heve preserved the legel rights of those Who mey yet
be taken to court, those who msy face a grand jury in the investigetion and
a jury of their peers in & criminel case.
Our society begen to fall spert in Delles with the systematic denial of

all of his rights to Oswald. Had it noj’ history since then would have been

different. L i
n,

It must not heppen inliew-8riesns!



