FOREWORD

by Pierre Salinger

No smvcLE subject has caused such debate or created such con-
%ﬂmw in the past three years as the assassination of President
hn F, Kennedy.

Even. before any official investigation had started most of the
world (not then including the United States) nnnnwn& as fact
 the President had been the victim of a conspiracy. Now, with
outpouring of books on the subject, the United States itself
beenr added to the list of countries wherg there are serious
tions on the facts m_.ﬁo:u&uw the President’s death.

ﬁmm been my belief and it still is my belief that the Warren
sion performed a difficult assignment honorably and well,
d that it accurately pinpointed the assassin of John F. Kennedy.

d its ﬁ_dr_nn_m It listened patiently to eve
v_credible_or _incredible the testimony.

iter and a lot of time on his hands to write a
aﬁ the subject. The result has been shocking. The books
b the Warren Commission divide into three categories:
¢ written with a scholarly approach to whom we must attri-
the best motive, those written by persons with a desire for
“or E and those written by persons who clearly
=t vn eled as psychotic.
pie s.ro have written in the name of mnro_ma_.:v have
_ ..G_ ither ignored or underlined testimony in the Warren
.nJa Report to buttress whatever theory they have de-

.un is the very thoroughness of the Warren Commission that has {3317 |
tter r\:a&.&
t then appended all €-Gvr 8
this H.ﬁn:o: no its report, providing an opportunity to muwc:a meL



A4Y°, clusions.
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than a squad of hired killers, The country might be sick
not just from grief—but at least it had not spawned a whole:
apparatus of plotters, Left Wing or Right Wing, audacious
enough to murder a President. _
Confidence in the findings of the Commission was bolstered
two months later with the publication of its Hearings—the 26
volumes of testimony and exhibits on which it based its con-
In those 54 pounds of bluebound books there was ~4
le evidence, not only of Oswald’s guilt, but of the fact the

g witnesses, expert and illit-
history. ?

and listened to more ramblin
erate, than any body of its kind in
It interrogated strip teasers and senators, street urchins and
psychiatrists. It listened patiently while Revilo P. Oliver of the :
John Birch Society expounded his theory of the assassination:
President Kennedy was fellow Communists because he

J. D. Tippit,
(“You have done nothing but handicap us,” said the Chief Justice
of the United States.) (V H 553) Carrying his own stopwatch,
the Chief Justice jogged down the back stairs of the Texas School
Book Depository to determine whether. the assassin could get
from his sniper's nest to that second-floor Coke machine, where
Oswald was first seen by police after the shooting, in one minute
® and 14 seconds. (He could.)

- “With the submission of its 296,000-word report, the Commis-
sion was hailed both at home and overseas for what The New
York Times called “a comprehensive and convincing account of
‘the . circumstances of President Kennedy's assassination.” The
Times added: “Readers of the full report will find no basis for
questioning the Commission's conclusions that President Ken-
nedy was killed by Lee Harvey Oswald, acting alone.” Life maga-
zine said: “The major significance of the report is that it lays to
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rest the lurid rumors and wild speculations that had spread after
the assassination. It also confirms the basic facts . . . that ﬁbn
Harvey Oswald did it, alone . . .” The London Times called it
“thorough, painstaking, voluminous, frank, m:@. uv“:a all else,
scrupulously careful in its analysis and conclusions.” The ?».uh.
chester Guardian expressed belief that “only the most skeptical
will continue to harbor doubts about the assassination in the face
* of this massive report. The event remains a ghastly tragedy, but
longer a mystery.” .
ﬂoﬂ.mwm nﬂum hwaﬁ mmnwnnq:_xu.. 1964. No non-fiction work ever re-
ceived better reviews. It was a best seller. o
But two years later the climate of American opinion had under-
gone a dramatic and disquieting change. By _.hrn fall of Hoa@.
one reputable pollster found that nearly two thirds of all Ameri-
cans doubted the Commission’s conclusion that Oswald nnm&
alone. The doubt was attributed partly to a sense of frustration
that Oswald was never brought to justice—a mixed sense of guilt
and unease about Dallas. But it was attributed in ana_‘ measure
to a new phenomenon in American literature—a growing five-foot
shelf of anti-Warren books. . . .
Beginning with Buchanan’s Who Killed Nnﬁ:n@w. _Nnb»& in
Britain even before the Warren Commission submitted its report,
a dozen books had been published, each rejecting the OOEE.W.
sion’s findings and most posing different theories of the assassin-
ation. Suddenly a whole army of amateur’sleuths had taken upon
itself, some out of honest

s 3

misgivings, others for fun E._.m profit,
he task of demolishing the Commission and its conc usions.

ﬂ m::.. new theories w&& ranged in improbability from Bu-
chanan’s (a Texas oil millionaire decreed the deaths of Kennedy -
and Khrushchev to gain control of the iou_m_ om. EE.HSC to
Edward Jay Epstein’s mildsounding conclusion in his book
Inquest (“there is a strong case that Oswald could not have acted
alone”). In between were such works as The Oswald Affair, by
Leo Sauvage, a Frenchman who believes Kennedy was killed by

Southern racists, and Whitewash, by @EE E.

land farmer who apparently disbelieves everything in the
arren Report but the page numbers. Several authors _.HE n_.unn
Oswald was framed, a fall guy for reactionary Fﬂﬂaw ?MMMQHW

iously FBI, CIA and Arm ). One insist :
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and listened to more rambling witnesses, expert and illit-
erate, than any body of its kind in history. ’

It interrogated strip teasers and senators, street urchins and
psychiatrists. It listened patiently while Revilo P. Oliver of the
John Birch Society expounded his theory of the assassination:
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