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MR, HERMAN: Mr. Boggs, the recent public
cpinion polls show that 3C per cent of the
American people think there is something migs-
ing in the Warren Commission Report and are
not complete satisfied with it. Do you think
that is a serious enough a¥ea of doubt in the
public mind soc that something should be done
aboui it?

MR, BOGES: Well, frankly, in light of
all of the books that have been written and
all of the newspaper articles,; I am surprised
that more than thirty pex cent don't think so0.
I think, howevexr. that what the Warren Commis-

_sicn did was a very comprehengive job.

ANNOUNCER: Froum CBS Wa%hington, in colex,
FACE THE NATION, a spontaneous and unrehearsed
news interview,\with Representative Hale Boggs,
of Louisiana, the House Democratic Whip.

Mr. Boggs will be questioned by Richard
Harwood; of The ﬁashington Post: CBS News
Correspondent George Heiman, who will lead tha
questinniﬁg; and CBES News Correspondent David
Schoumacher .

We shall resune the interview with Congress-

man Boggs in just a monent.
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MR. HERMAN: M. Eoggs, do I gather from
your answer a moment ago that you feel the
siltuation is such that nocthing needs he done
and the pendulum of public opinion will swing
back by itseif withéué an§ further investigation?

MR. BOGGS: No, iIr. Herman, I didn‘t. I

didn’t say that, I sald that I had complete
; B! “hled

confidence in the Commission report. As far

as I am concerned, as a member of thalk Commission,
if new evidence can ke presented then it should
=
be looked at objectively. The only thing that
I have seen thal has heen presented in 211 of
these books, essays, speeches, comments, has
keen the fact that the Commission did not look
at the x~rays of the Presideni’s body made at
EE—m———,
the autopsy. Of course the members of the
Commission themselves are not doctors. Looking
at them, just looking at x-rays would not prove
e
anything ©o me. I don’t know how to read
medical x-~rays. We brought before the
Commission the man who performed the autopsy.
We examined him in great detail,

How, if it would please anyone, if it

would help to clarify any doubts that may exist
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‘in the mind= of objective pecple, then I

would say that Af the Attorney Gereral or

some apRropriate suthority wants tn appoint

—

a totally objective group to -~ of doctors
— S —)

and others -= o look inteo theése x-vays, maybe
) ’ ——

it should ke done., =uh I would try to dis-

assoclate myself from thoss whe are making

thegse comments for gain, =Zor nﬁtari&tzJ for
e

nrofit rather than those who have legitimate
———

questions in theilr wminds.
A ———————————

T might say thakt all of the guestions

that I have seen raised so far were raized
—- === ===

befoxre the Commiggion.

MR. HARWOODD: My, Boggs, did you agree
with the Commission's generai finding that
it was fery likely that cne\bullet struck
Pregident Kennedv and Governcy Connally?

MR. BOGGS: The language that we used in
the Commission Report == and I have it heze; I
reviewad it just a few minukes ago == we use
the word "persuazive.” And the evidence is
very pevsuasive, Mr. Harwaod, To kegin with,
we enamined wvery clnsely the clothes that

——

Prezident Kennedy wore on that dreadful day.

We discovered that there was a bullet hole

L]
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right here in the collar, right where the
bie is tied, which indicated thét a missile
penetrated his body. We knew that one other
migsile had hit his sXull and had been the
fatal one, that killed the President. It
was very ohvious thét-éhié missile had come
from the rear, the one that penetraited his
tie, And it was == to use the word ~- it was
- persuasive that this bullet had also penetrated
Governcyr Connally.
Mow, we said in the Report thalt we were
trying to prove by negatives. The idea that
you can prove a ease heyond any shadow of a
question in a situacion like this is utterly

impossible., But we examined. every conceivasble

witness. We had about 500 witnesses before the
Commission., There must have heen -~ well, there
were many millions of words of testimony, twenty-
six volumes of them all together. The Eeport

iz 900 pages long. I have it here. And,
,assuming for the moment that Governor Connally

_ . is right, that he was struck by a bullet othex
R.Jl‘n. than the bullet which penetrateé the body of

Pregident Kennedy, I think is still vexy well

established that all of the bullets came from
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the rear, which 1s a significant point.
#‘

¥R, SCHOUMACHER: Mr., Boggs, you say --
rather the Commission says in its veporit that
this persuasive evidence, in any event, that
this wasn“t_neceSSer to any essential £ind-
ing of the Comnission. &and you have just
said that again. Buk, according o the £ilm,
isn’t 1t true that two bullets could not have
struck the men and have come from that same
rifie, that even though they may have come
from behind, that that then meant that there
was a second gun being fired at the motorcadel

MR. BOGGS: No, I don¥t think the f£ilms
prove that. I think the £ilms have to be
viewed in light of the whole context of
evidence before the CQmmiaéicn. To begin with,
the notion that any nember of the Commission
or any member of the staff of the Commission
sought to do anything except establish the
truth is one that I reject offhand, as I am
sure that all of you gentlemen do, We conducted
an exhaustive research into everything that
transpired on that day in November, including
the life of Oswald from the time he was born.

And everything, every scintilla of evidence
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pointed up to the fact that this man was

what Mr. Hoover called a "loner.” He was

a man who didn’t have assocliates, who was

not conspiratorial, who didn't bring in other
people. In looking at ?he assassination, you,
rmust examine Oswald’s life and his charactex
and how he lived, aside from all the physical
evidence. aAnd all of the physical evidence
roints to the fact that the bulleis came fxrom
the rear.

And the members of the Commission went
to Dallas and went to the Book Depnsitory.
I sat there where Mr, Oswaid sgt and I raiged
the rifle that he used to my own shoulder, I
looked through the sight that he had. The

T,
idea that you had to be an expert marksmen,

for instance, is gone rfhol L xajece. This car
was moving this way,., away from the building.

Almost_guv marksman, using a telescggic sight,
could have verfozmed ihgi dastardly deed. So

these are the things that have ¢o be considered

7

S0

?

in any appraisal of the matier,

MR. SCHOUMACHER: Mr. Boggs., in talking

about this single bullet ~- and I just propcsed

the question to you that if it wasn't one bullet
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it had to be two and therefore there had to
be more than ocne gun. And the only answer
really you have given here is that Lee Harvey
Oswald generally was a 1PNer, which doesn’t
seem to me, at lgagt o

MR, BOGGS: Mo, no. I think you mig-
understood me., I said that you must examine
all of the facts and the facts do indicate that
he was a loner. Buit; in eddition to that, all
of the evidence -~ all of the evidence before

the Commission shows that the bullets came frem

the rear, which indicates that they all came

£zom Oswald’s gun. MNone of these people have
said that a bullet came from fhe fron:, This
%

is a significant point. *
MR. HERMAN: But the discrepancy that

does exist, which was pointed out, or which is
claimed to exist -« I don't say myself that ikt
does exist because I don’t think anybedy can —-
but it is claimed that when you look at the
Zapruder movie £ilm, made by Abraham Zapruder,
an amateur photographer, when you look at this
£film of the President’s death and you check the
polnt where the Pregident is wvisibly hit, you

check the point where the President is visibly

:

3
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hit again and you check the point where
Governor Cennally and his wife think he was
hit, theat comes at a point such that no one
could have fired the gun those three tines.

MR, EQGGS: We%;g now wait just a minute.
We are talking in terms of =plit geconds =-

MR. HERMAN: Indeed, Fractions of
seconds .

MR, BOGGS: =-— fractions of seconds. 2And
these determinations are made by peownle who in ';>
many cases are sonething less chan expere, .
Merriman Smith, who was one of the witnesses M" |
to the asgsassinatcion. wrote a very exhaustive M
piece about this vewry matter in last week’s
Washington Post. He goes into these very issues
that you are talking ahoui.

Now, every person that has had anything
to do with the investigation, Mr. Hoover of the
FBIL, Governor Connally, who was thexe -~ the
members of the Commission have all said that we

——

have examined every conceivable piece of
—c————

testimony. All I awm saying %o you is this,
e ——————

e

that we established as best that ¢ompetent men
can éstablish that Oswaid assassinated President

Kennedy and also shot Governor Connally. Now,
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if there is any furtheyr evidence that can be
turned up, I am for developing it. But the
roint I make is that the idea that the
Commission didn’t make a thorough and
exhausti?e and thective examination is one
that I reject.

MR. HERMAN: Well, let me speak to that
point then, of thorough and exhaustive == My,
Epgstein, in his book, does comnsiderable
invesitigation. I believe he interviewed you
in pergson,

MR, BOGGS: No. He did talk with me on
the telephone. é

MR. HERMAN: He does gc at considerable
length into the question’ of the exhaustiveness
and the thoroughness —-.and he is inclined to
think that it was rather an " absentee”
Commission. Was this a hasty, slipshod job, as
some people have charged, done nostly by the
staff and =~

MR, BOGGES: He just couldn’t be less
accurate. I spent wore time working on this
Cemmission than anything I have worked on in my
life., MAnd, if I say so myself, I am inclined

to work pretitv hard. Many members of the
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Commiszsion, of course, didn’t attend every

single sesaion, although the minutes there

are not completely accurate in that they

only reflected atitendance if you were there
If. Lor instance,
a member of Concress -~ which is Sepator Cooper
Ry Congressman Ford -~ cam@ in tha interim, it

But, in addition

was o 5 i 5 NiNWEes .

o that. every scintilla of evidence was
regorded and each day we recaived a copy of the
transcript., And many nights I stayed up until
very late at night reading those transcript. I
read every word of that gestimony and I think
all the other members of the Commission did.

How, this volume, tgis iz the report. It
is 900 pages long. And I can tell you that
each memker of the Commission worked on this
report. We worked on it diligently and long
and hard. I take great exception to My,
Epstein’s assexrtion that the members of this
Commission did not work hard and diligently ke~
cause they did, I was theére. I was an eye-
witness. I wa2 a participant.

MR, SCHOUMACHER: Mr. Bogg3, you carxry

tremendous weight in the House, Senator Russell
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carries tremendous weight in the Senate.

&nd without at least the tacit approval of
you ©woe gentlemen, it is unlikely that there
will be another lnvestigation, auwthorized by
Congress. Do ydu have any douwbt at all thak
Lee Harvey Osweald, acting alone, for personal
reasons, murdered President Kennedy?

MR. EOGGS: None whatsoever. I am totally
convianced of it.

MR, HERMAI: Would you esctively opoose,
if other persons were in favor of it, would
vou acrively oppose a ::e_—-lnvestigai:ionE says
by Congresa, without the introduction cof new
evidence, simply going over the sane old
ground that vou plocwed iﬁ the Commission?

MR. BOGGS: Well, I would not actively
oppose it, I would be for —-- if any new
evidence exists, for it being brought out. The
Attorney General -~ remember, the Warren

Commission has been dismissed, We have

finished our work, We wera formallx terminated

by the President who appointed us. Now if

there is new evidence, certainly it should be
gone into., But, remember this, Mr. Herman,

there are many people who would rather helieve

T e S e T e T T T T WA Yar T S VO Y N H ST M S T TN ATIN B L R S D



=

o .

v

R Y T R LT ST e

that there was a conspiracy. This is un=
fortunately humen nazture. I come f£rom
Louisiana. We had an assassination there

Some vears ago, Senator Long, Senaior Huey
Long was assassinated. #and I think thsz
evidence prétty wéiivesﬁablishede very well
established who zssassinated Senator Long.

But even now theze ave Beople who have a
contrary theory. The assassination of
President Lincoln iz still a matter of
conjecture on the par: of pecple many places
in this country and elsewhere in the world.
And outside the United States people Ffind ie
very difficult to believe that there wasny

a congpiracy, because they have lived with
conspiracies. They inherited conspizacies
from the days of the kings and the monarchies
and the struggle For power when someone would
conspire to kill someone else, The notion
that a loner could do this is one that many
people elsewhere in the warld just can’t accept.
But, believe me, I have not seen anything, read
anything. or heavdanything that has changed my
nind.

MR. HARWOOD: pa-, Boggs, one of the

13
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objecctives of, I peiizve it was chief
Juscice warren, was co0 write the report in
langugye that every meémper of the Comnission
could agree ¢o.

MR. BUOGGS: May I say to you, Mr.
Harwood, tﬁau we éli wrote the raport -=-=

M. AARWOOD: all rigne,

M. BOGGS: - joincly.

MR, HARWCOD: My question is, tnough,
tnat at one poinc a drafc of your sSummacy
paragrapn was prepared andg supposealy you
and Seénator Russell and senacor Cooper
qissenced from Som? K@y ciausé Or sSentence in
that paragrapn. Would you explain whac chat
dissenc was about?

MR, BUGES: weli, i would say,-trying
to recollect all oz the Jdetailsor the repore,
00 pages loay, that tnere were aumerous
plizces -- [ don’t want to use the word
“pumerous~ but there were several plasces waere

amcng the seven Comnigsioners tnere was Some

disagreemenit about language. I know at no
time of any disagreement on the fundamental
conclusion.

MR, HARWOOD: Didn't you dissent on

14
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the gingle bullet theoxy?

MR, BOGGS: We =~ I dom’t like to say I
dissented or anyone else dissented. We use
the word "persuagive," because obviously we
cannct prove that.

MR, HARWOOD: Well, it seemed that the
£ilm certainly would raise a guestion.,

MR, BOGGS: I have admitted that.

MR. SCHOUMACHER: DMr. Boggs, would you
say that at this wmoment ==

MR, BOGGS: And the question ~- let me
make this point -~ the question was what is
in the Commission report, not by Mr. Epstein
or these other people. We are the ones who

raised the guestian. We went into it. We

examined it. But Governor Connally was the

one who originally raised it. He says that
the Commission report is entirely accurate.

MR, SCHOUMACHER: Would you say that an
investigation at this time would do more harm
than gond, that is, it would cnly explore the
same old question?

MR, BOGGS: Well, again, I don‘t like to
Say anything weould do more harm than good.

But if the investigation, if the objective of
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the investigation is to pursue new evidence,
that is one thing. If the objective is o
answer some of the things that have been
raised up o the present, I would say that
I would have grave questions about it.

MR . HERMAN Let me give this ~-

MR, EOGES: Except foxr the autopsy or
X-Cays.

MR. HERMAN: Let me give this a slightly
different turn. You have considerable ex~
perience with criminolegy and legal affairs
in your long term in and out of Congress. Do
you think that Lee EBIVBYIOSwald could have
been convicted under the laws of youy state
by the ewvidence that you ;aw?

MR, BOCGS: Oh, no question about it.

MR, HERMAN: The evidence was legally
binding? MNone of it would have been thrown
out by constitutionality zules and so foxrth?

MR, BOGGS: I don't think there is any

gquestion gbout the fact that he couid have

keen convicted of first-degree murder.
MR, HERMAN: Okay. We have a numkar of
questions we want to ask you on another series

of subjects and we will resume the questioning

16
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