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Introduction

The assassination 3t' President John F. Kennedy on November 22, 1963 was one of those defining moments
in American history which deeply affected the people of this country and the world. A young, intelligent, dynamic,
and charismatic leader, he was loved and admired by many the world over. His murder was a shock, and left among
many a feeling of personal loss. The murder of the John F. Kennedy, however, was not just a murder, not just the
death of a widely-loved person. More importantly, it also had profound implications for the institutions on which
our society depends and through which we live. The assassination itself, whether brought about by an organized
conspiracy or a lone-nut gunman, was, in effect, a coup d'etat. As Harold Weisberg has noted, “It was a political
crime and, whether by design or not, was followed by political changes within this country and without.”
(Weisberg, 1965:ix) ' Perhaps most notable among these changes was the cancellation and eventual reversal of
Kennedy's cautious moves toward disengagement from Vietnam. (See, e.g., Newman, 1992)

As President of the United States, John F. Kennedy occupied an office vested with enormous power, both
real and symbolic. (Guth and Wrone, 1980:xi) His murder did violence not just to an individual but to a

fundamental tenet of democracy. As the Bellah er al. (1991:3) note in The Good Society, “Democracy requires a

'The work of Harold Weisberg constitutes the major source of data used in this paper. This is not merely
because Weisberg has written more extensively and authoritatively than anyone else on the assassination of
President Kennedy. [t is also because Weisberg has compiled an archive of once secret documents on the case that
exceeds a quarter of a million pages. These documents were the fruit of his years of expensive and exhaustive suits
under the Freedom of Information Act. His books are based on these documents, and he provides access to all, He
has nearly single-handedly built a historical record on this case. Unless otherwise indicated, the documents referred
to herein are from Weisberg,.
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degree of trust that we often take for granted,” trust that political debate and change can be accomplished
peacefully, without threats or violence.

Beyond the destabilizing institutional consequences of the assassination itself, an even more threatening
chain of events unfolded as America, both ofﬁcia[ly and unofficially, tried to get to the bottom of what happened
and to discover who was ultimately responsible. With the death of the prime suspect, Lee Harvey Oswald, less than
48 hours after his arrest, there obviously could not be a trial and a public airing and testing of the evidence in the
case. In lieu of this, a government commission, which came to be known as the Warren Commission, was
established to look into all the facts surrounding the assassination. (See Appendix, Exhibit A) The Warren
Commission, along with thﬁSecmt Service and especially the F.B.L, investigated this case for nearly a year.?
Although significant discrepancies exist among their separate reports,’ all concluded that Lee Harvey Oswald was
the sole assassin. He, alone and unaided, killed President Kennedy and severely wounded Governor Connally who
rode in the same limousine with the President.

That conclusion, we contend, as have responsible critics® throughout the history of the Kennedy
assassination controversy, was based not on evidence but on a presumption of Oswald's guilt. As early as 1965,
Harold Weisberg, in his pioneering critical analysis of the Warren Report entitled Whitewash: The Report on the
Warren Report, demonstrated that the Commission's own evidence stood in blatant contradiction to the conclusions
itdrew. An even more devastating picture of deceit and cover-up began to emerge as suppressed documents were

disclosed through Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests and litigation.® Indeed, it became clear that there

*Even after the Warren Report was published and released to the public on Sept. 27, 1964, the F.B.L.
continued to investigate, which seems strange considering the fact that the Report was supposed to have definitively
closed the case. (See especially, Weisberg, 1966)

*Neither the F.B.L's nor the Secret Service's account of the shooting includes the “single-bullet theory.”
But, as we will see, it is absolutely essential to the Warren Commission's “solution.”

*As Guth and Wrone observe: “The single most important characteristic making these critics responsible is
their common goal to define, secure, and expose documentary evidence in this murder case, most of which
governmental agencies choose to keep controlled and secret.” (1980:xxvi)

*Harold Weisberg discusses many of these records for the first time in his recently released Never Again!:
The Government Conspiracy in the JEK Assassination. (1995)
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never was any real interest in investigating the crime; the government's overriding concern was to pin it all on the

dead Oswald.

The possible motives for this range from the relatively benign rationale of national security, to the more
reprehensible bureaucratic protection and pm\motion, especially in the case of the F.B.I,, to the most disturbing and
destructive motive of protecting those actually involved. Whatever the motive or motives, the facts demonstrate a
massive institutional failure, extending well beyond the Warren Commission itself, to determine who killed
President Kennedy and why.

In his authoritative and well-documented analysis ;)f the Kennedy assassination, Howard Roffman wrote:

Whoever killed President John F. Kennedy got away with it because the Warren

Commission, the executive commission responsible for investigating the murder, engaged in a
cover-up of the truth and issued a report that misrepresented or distorted almost every relevant
fact about the crime. The Warren Commission, in turn, got away with disseminating falsehood
and covering up because virtually every institution in our society that is supposed to make sure
that the government works properly and honestly failed to function in the face of a profound
challenge; the Congress, the law, and the press all failed to do a single meaningful thing to correct
the massive abuse committed by the Warren Commission. (1975:9)

Writing on the heels of Watergate, Roffman adds, “To anyone who understood these basic facts, and there were few

who did, the frightening abuses of the Nixon Administration that have come to be known as ‘Watergate’ were not

unexpected and ;vere surprising only by their nature and degree.” (1975:9)

It is the basic hypothesis of this paper that of all the sociologically significant aspects of the Kennedy
assassination and its aftermath, none is more significant than the institutional implications to which Roffman refers.
Sociologists have long recognized the centrality of institutions to both the life of the society and the life of the

rson.® When institutions malfunction, the continued existence of society is undermined, as are the lives of people
pe people

“There are, of course, many issued involved in the defining the nature of institutions, as well as their
meaning and significance for the person and society. Although a discussion of these is beyond the scope of this
paper, we suggest that the idea of institution developed by the founder of human ecology, the Chicago School
sociologist, Roderick D. McKenzie represents a valuable insight. McKenzie suggested that institutions are the
fundamental units of modern social life and, thus, need to be the focus of our analysis. (McKenzie, 1936) See also
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who live and work through these larger institutional structures. In terms of the maintenance and organization of
society, polity is arguably the most fundamental institution. And it is through the political structures that society as
a whole is organized and the appropriate functioning of other institutions is ensured. It is the failure of the political
institution and aspects of other institutions as\they relate to it that is most evident in an analysis of the institutional
response to the assassination of President Kennedy.

This paper represents a modest effort to draw out some of the implications of this failure of institutions as it
relates specifically to the Kennedy assassination.” We will point to several examples of this institutional failure.
First, we will examine the failure of various governmental institutions. These include most importantly the Warren -
Commission itself, law enfcircemem institutions, principally the Dallas police and the F.B.1.; the legal profession
and judiciary, including the lawyers who constituted the staff of the Warren Commission and judges who sanctioned
government secrecy, suppression, and deception. Secondly, we will examine several of those institutions whose
social functions include, as Roffman put it, “mak[ing] sure that the government works properly and honestly.”
These include principally the media, broadly including both television and the print media; the publishing industry
as the forum for the dissemination of critical scholarship; the scientific community, mainly as represented by the
forensic pathology involved in the case; and the academy whose critical thought and analysis of society and its

institutions is essential to their proper functioning.

Liazos (1972) and his discussion of the importance of focusing on institutional as opposed to individual deviance.
More recently, several important insights are found in Bellah et al. (1991: 3-18) particularly in their Introduction,
“We Live Through Institutions.” Finally, the writings of American social philosopher, Elijah Jordan, offers, we
believe, the most insightful discussion of the importance of institutions. (MacDonald, 1994; Jordan, 1927)

"It is important to note that this paper will not and cannot address the questions of who in fact killed
President Kennedy and why? Given the fact that the crime itself was not properly investigated to begin with, along
with the simple passage of time, those questions may never be answered. Nonetheless, much can be learned from
readily available information about how major institutions in our society failed in the face of the profound challenge
of getting to the bottom of this great tragedy.
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The Failure of Government to Investigate the Crime

Most basic among the obligations of government in the face of this profound crisis was a thorough
investigation of the crime to determine the tfuth and bring to justice the perpetrators. Two major “investigations” of
the assassination were undertaken by the federal government shortly after the assassination, the first by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation and the second by the so-called Warren Commission.

Just as federal power was invoked to take the President's body out of Dallas before an autopsy could be
performed locally, as required by law, so too the F.B.1L. was deeply involved in investigating the crime right from the
start.! After Oswald's death, the F.B.L clearly became the principal investigative agency. Before there even was a
Warren Commission, the #B.I's director, J. Edgar Hoover, had set the tone for his agency by pronouncing Oswald
guilty. (Weisberg, 1995:vii, 251) And since its director had already presumed Oswald’s guilt, the F.B.L's
investigation focused exclusively on Oswald. This presumption had taken hold well before any real evidence had
been gathered, before autopsy results were examined, and before the rifle could be tested and other scientific tests
conducted to see it is was even physically possible for Oswald, or any one person for that matter, to have done it.
The F.B.1. was interested in no one else and even declined to investigate other possible suspects that had been
brought to its attention.?

With Oswald's death on Sunday moming, November 24, 1963, there were also discussions at the very
highest levels of our government, including Kennedy's successor and the chief beneficiary of the assassination,
Lyndon J ohnsop,‘“ about what could be done to squelch rumors and speculation regarding a possible conspiracy and

convince the public that Oswald was indeed the assassin. (Weisberg, 1995:viii-xiv) This was set forth quite

*As Hoover told Johnson in telephone conversation at 7:25 PM, November 22, the F.B.I, had already
entered the case, though Hoover was aware that he lacked legal authority to do so. (Weisberg, 1995:17)

’On the very day of the assassination, the Dallas office of the F.B.1. was advised that J immy George
Robinson and other members of the National States Rights Party should be considered suspects. On the bottom of
the Memo is a handwritten note, “Not necessary to cover as true subject located.” (See Appendix, Exhibit B.)

"*This is not to suggest that Lyndon Johnson was involved in the crime. However, under the circumstances,
the President having been assassinated while hosted by Johnson in Texas, an act that made Johnson president, it
seems at best inappropriate for Johnson to have taken charge of the case.
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explicitly in a memo written by then Deputy Attorney General Nicholas Katzenbach and disseminated on the
Monday (November 25, 1963) following the weekend's tragic and bizarre events. Katzenbach wrote:

The public must be satisfied that Oswald was the assassin; that he did not have
confederates who are still at large; and that the evidence is such that he would have been
convicted at trial.

Speculation about Oswald's motivation ought to be cut off, and we should have some
basis for rebutting thought that this was a Communist conspiracy or (as the Iron Curtain Press is
saying) a right-wing conspiracy to blame it on the Communists....(See Appendix, Exhibit C, for
full text o‘the Katzenbach memo)

Katzenbach goes on to suggest that the F.B.L should compile a report as soon as possible to overcome the
deficiencies in the Dallas police investigation. And, as a last resort, Katzenbach holds out the possibility of
establishing a Presidential Commission."!

Katzenbach's words were not without effect in at least two important respects. First, the F.B.L. leaned on
the Washington Post to kill an editorial it planned calling for the establishment of a special commission to
investigate the assassination.'? This F.B.I. interference, at the request of President Johnson, in the editorial policy
of the Washington Post did not ultimately stop a commission from being formed, but it revealed the extent to which
the government (in particular, the executive branch) wanted to control any investigation."

Secondly, Katzenbach suggested the F.B.1. compile a report in an effort to address the problem that: “The

matter has been handled thus far with neither dignity nor conviction. Facts have been mixed with rumor and

""The following evening (November 26), Katzenbach phoned the F.B.1. to ask when he might be receiving
the report on the assassination. According to an F.B.I. memorandum of the conversation, “One of the dangers which
Katzenbach sees is the possibility that the state hearings to be held in Texas may develop some pertinent
information not now known.” He went on to add that he would confer with state officials “in an effort to have them
restrict their hearing to the proposition that Oswald killed the President....” (See Appendix Exhibit H for full text.)

“See Appendix, Exhibit D.
PLBI Library transcript of telephone call: The President to J. Edgar Hoover, Nov. 25, 1963, 10:30 AM.

(See Appendix, Exhibit I) Also, a Memorandum from Hoover to his top F.B.1. officials states, “I called Mr, Walter
Jenkins at the White House and advised him that we had killed the editorial in the Post.” (See Appendix Exhibit J)
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speculation. We can scarcely let the world see us totally in the image of the Dallas police when our President is
murdered.”

Two major themes, then, characterized the planning of the federal effort at investigating the crime. First,
there was a presumption of the guilt of Lee l-;a.rvey Oswald as the lone, unaided assassin, a presumption made
immediately after the assassination by the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and his agency which
ended up being the chief investigators, really the only investigators, of the crime. The “conclusion,” in other words,
was reached in advance of any investigation whatsoever. Secondly, the major objectives of any investigation as
clearly set forth by Deputy Attorney General Katzenbach, l;ut also expressed by the President, the F.B.1. Director,
and the President’s press seretary, and the Chief Justice, were to control and manage information and to shape
public knowledge of and reaction to the crime." In addition, the efforts were characterized by a sense of urgency, a
need for a quick solution, that was incompatible with a thorough, honest investigation. Not only did Katzenbach
pressure the F.B.L. to speed up its investigation, but the sense of urgency of “solving” the case quickly to end
speculation and rumors permeates these preliminary discussions.”

Clearly, not only was the truth about the assassination not the objective of “investigations” by the F.B.L

and the Warren Commission, the discovery of the truth was precluded by political motives and presumptions of

“According to notes of the January 20, 1964 staff meeting of the Commission, Warren himself, in
discussing the role of the Commission, expressed similar concerns with “quenching rumors, and precluding future
speculation....” (Eisenberg memorandum, printed in Weisberg, 1974:24)

"* In any case, there was no need to press the F.B.I. They had the case closed by the evening of the
assassination. By the time he wrote his November 25 memorandum, Hoover had the basic “facts” down, as he
expressed them to Jenkins at the White House:

I said there can be no doubt at all from a technical point of view that Oswald bought the gun from a mail-

order house in Chicago, handwriting identified; came to a post office box maintained by his mother; had

the gun at his house; his wife admitted gun was there but couldn’t identify gun; but on morning of the
assassination, the men who picked Oswald up to bring him to work said Oswald carried a package and

Oswald said they were curtain rods the lady had given him as he was going to decorate his own house with

them; and the paper was found in the building, together with the gun and three shells. I told Mr. Jenkins

that Oswald had four shells and only fired three shells; that we have one complete bullet found on the
stretcher on which the President was carried into the hospital, which apparently fell out of the President’s
head; that the other two bullets were pretty well broken up but sufficiently complete to allow us to identify

them as being the three fired by this particular gun. ,

Mr. Jenkins stated that this is very conclusive. He said he would advise President Johnson about it
and that the President will be very pleased. (See Appendix Exhibit J for complete text.)
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guilt. Whatever justifications might be offered, this is more characteristic of the functioning of authoritarian
institutions than of free, democratic ones.

The F.B.I did conduct its own “investigation,” and had, by December 9, 1963, outlined its conclusions in a
five volume report, most of which was an anti-Oswald prosecution brief. The F.B.. included barely 500 words on
the assassination itself — an account so grossly deficient that it failed to account for one of the victims, a bystander
by the name of James Tague, and one of the wounds to the President, his throat wound! (Weisberg, 1965:192-193)'¢
The F.B.L had not even consulted the results of the autopsy, an essential piece of evidence in any murder
investigation, for this pretense of a report. (Weisberg, 1995::32)

Although this repo{t was not available for public inspection until it was deposited in the National Archives
months after the Warren Commission had issued its Report and closed shop, the conclusion that the F.B.1. had con-
firmed that Oswald was the sole guilty party was leaked to the press and became national headlines. (Weisberg,
1995:xiv) The Warren Commission had barely been established and had yet to get down to its task when it
appeared that the then highly-touted F.B.I. had wrapped up the case. So what was the Warren Commission to do,
especially since it would have to rely almost exclusively on the F.B.L. in conducting its own investigation?'?

According to the Warren Commission Report, at the very first session of the Commission, on December 5,
1963, “the Commission viewed the Executive order [the Presidential order creating the Commission — Executive
Order #11130] as an unequivocal Presidential mandate to conduct a thorough and independent investigation.”
(Warren Commission, 196?&3:}:) ‘What is not mentioned in the Report is that on the very same day, the Commission /jc
heard in a session classified as TOP SECRET from the Deputy Attorney General that the F“B.I. itself had leaked to

the press its major conclusions from its investigation of the case, namely, that Lee Harvey Oswald, alone and

“These gross deficiencies were first reported in Harold Weisberg's Whitewash in 1965! Note also the
following synopsis provided by Guth and Wrone (1980:29). “An error ladened, severely distorted report of the
F.B.L investigation into the assassination that preceded the formation of the WC and became the controversial
Procrustean base for its inquiry. The WC assigned it Commission Document number CD1. Only 450 words appear
on the murder, and these exclude the shot that wounded citizen James T. Tague and the wound on President
Kennedy's throat. From this paltry base the F.B.1. asserts Oswald was the lone, psychologically disturbed assassin, a
conclusory statement. In advance of delivery to the WC the F.B.1. secretly released the findings to the press in a
successful effort to mold public opinion....”

""The Warren Commission did not have any investigators of its own, relying instead on the F.B.1. and the
Secret Service to conduct investigations for it. (Warren Commission, 1964a:xii)



9
unaided, murdered the President. From the beginning, the Commissioners knew that they were boxed in by Hoover
upon whom they had to rely. It is, thus, not surprising that the Warren Commission basically followed the lead of
the F.B.I. and embarked on an “investigation” with a built-in verdict, regardless of the facts."* Commission
members were aware of the gross dcﬁcienci;s in that F.B.1. report: its failure to follow out numerous leads and
provide a more thorough account of the crime itself. But they also saw the handwriting on the wall as revealed in
the following exchange which took place in an executive session meeting on January 22, 1964 (the record of which

survived by accident):

Dulles: Why would it be in their (F.B.L) interest to say he (Oswald) is clearly the guilty one?

(Rankin): Fhey would like to have us fold up and quit.
Boggs: This closes the case, you see. Don't you see?
Rankin: They found the man. There is nothing more to do. The commission supports their

conclusions, and we can go on home and that is the end of it...

Boggs: I don't even like to see this being taken down.

Dulles: Yes, I think this record ought to be destroyed'®

As Harold Weisberg observed in “Conclusions First,” the Preface to his Post Mortem, “The government
never really intended to investigate the assassination of President John F. Kennedy, and it never did .... There never
was any ‘let-the-chips-fall-where they-may’ inquiry.” (1975:1) For example, despite its assertions to the contrary,
(Warren Commission, 1964a:x) the Commission never seriously investigated the possibility of a conspiracy. One
significant indication of this can be found in examining its file classification, which is tantamount to an outline of
the areas into which the Commission at least intended to look. There was, as Weisberg has noted, no file for
“conspiracy.” Furthermore, the classification makes it clear that the Commission predetermined the number of shots
fired, consistent with its “theory” of a lone assassin. There are three files, one each for the first, second, and third

shots. (Weisberg, 1975:5) A further indication of this is found in the suggested outline of the Commission’s report

"*There is no better, more logical and concise analysis of the Warren Commission's presumption of
Oswald's guilt than Chapters 1 & 2 of Howard Roffman's Presumed Guilty. (1975:45-91)

¥For a complete discussion of the significance of this executive session transcript and how it was obtained,
see Harold Weisberg, Whitewash IV: JFK Top Secret Assassination Transcript. (1974).
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prepared by Norman Redlich on March 26, 1964, long before the “investigation” was completed. Most notable is
the major heading “Lee Harvey Oswald as the Assassin,” under which are outlined the major items which the
Commission will allege support the conclusion that Oswald was a lone assassin. (Printed in Roffman, 1972:265-
270) There can be no doubt that there was an overriding interest in laying questions concerning the assassination to
rest with the death of Lee Harvey Oswald.

Despite its best efforts to avoid crucial evidence,” there was much that could not be avoided that created
difficulties for the Commission’s preconceived conclusion that Oswald was the lone assassin. The failure of
government here takes the form of blatant deceit.

Among the more .fs'gniﬁcant contentions made by the Warren Commission was that Oswald had the
capability with a rifle to carry out the assassination. We know from an analysis of the famous Zapruder film and the
physical layout of Dealey Plaza the time frame in which all three shots allegedly fired by Oswald would have had
to occur. The Warren Commission basically concluded that Oswald had roughly 5.6 seconds to fire three shots with
his World War II vintage bolt-action rifle, two of those shots doing all the damage to Kennedy and Connally and
one missing the limousine entirely. (Warren Commission, 1964a:117)

In having tests conducted to see if such a feat could be duplicated, no effort was made to replicate the
actual conditions under which the shots were allegedly fired, or the actual capability of Oswald with a rifle. As
Sylvia Meagher aptly observed: “The tests actually conducted at Aberdeen remain supremely irrelevant as a
measure of Oswald's rifle capability.” (1967:107) The rifle Oswald allegedly used was modified before it was
tested. Genuine marksmen, which Oswald was not,*' shot at stationery targets from a thirty-foot tower, taking all
the time they needed to aim and fire the first shot. Oswald's alleged actual performance was from a sixth floor

window at a moving target, having just a split second to get off the first clear shot as the limousine passed beneath

*The Commission repeatedly and systematically failed to seek essential evidence and failed to elicit crucial
testimony. A few examples of note would include the failure to obtain the death certificate of the President, the
failure to obtain crucial photographic evidence even when offered it, the failure o seek testimony from the-
President’s physician, Admiral George G. Burkley, the only medical expert present in both Parkland Hospital and
Bethesda during the autopsy, among innumerable others..

*'Despite the Warren Commission’s assertion to the contrary, Oswald was, according to the testimony of its
witnesses, “a rather poor shot.” (See, e.g., Roffman, 1975:230)
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an oak tree, and with a weapon that had several serious defects including a scope that was not properly sighted.
(Meagher, 1967:106-110; Roffman, 1975:225-247: Weisberg, 1965:24-29; 1995:301-306)

Despite the vastly improved conditions and their superior skill, only one of these expert marksmen was
able to hit the target on two out of the threc‘shom within the required time frame.” There is no question that they
could not have done what Oswald is alleged to have done, had the test been properly conducted. In the face of this,
for the Warren Commission to conclude that Oswald had the capability to carry out the assassination is as blatant a
misrepresentation of their own evidence as one can find. These tests, among many other pieces of information,
should have led the Commission to explore other posibiﬁ;im, which, of course, they failed to do.

Another examplejof an important link in the Commission's case against Oswald involves its conclusion that
Oswald carried the rifle used in the assassination to the Texas School Book Depository on the moming of the
assassination. This conclusion flies in the face of all of the evidence the Commission obtained and all the testimony
they heard. Both of the eyewitnesses who saw Oswald leave for work that morning testified that the bag he was
carrying was significantly shorter (by half a foot) than could have carried the disassembled rifle. The person whose
job it was to watch employees as they entered the Depository, swore twice that Oswald had nothing in his hands as

“he entered the building. And the bag found on the sixth floor which is supposed to have contained the disassembled
weapon, had no indications of ever having contained the “well-oiled” rifle. (Weisberg, 1965:15-23; Meagher,
1967:62) Again, the Warren Commission chose to ignore or misrepresent its own evidence in concluding that
Oswald brought the rifle to his place of work that moring. In a “let-the-chips-fall-where-they-may” inquiry such
evidence wou Ici have been treated as exculpatory rather than incriminating.

The Warren Commission failed in its task to get to the bottom of who killed President Kennedy and why,
although it might have succeeded at the time in convincing the public that Oswald was the sole assassin. That
“success,” of course, was based on a fraud. Two decades ago, Howard Roffman offered what stands as an

appropriate summation:

“The professional riflemen each fired two series of three shots each at the three stationary targets. Hendrix
achieved two hits and a miss in the first series in 8.25 seconds, and two hits and a miss in the second in 7 seconds;
Staley hit two out of three in 6.75 seconds in the first, and hit three in the second series in 6.43 seconds; Miller hit
two out of three in each, the first series in 4.6 seconds and the second in 5.5 seconds. (Warren Commission,
1964b:443-445)
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Whatever new platitudes the accessories after the fact may concoct to portray themselves
as honest and decent men, the implications of their actions remain. One implication is particularly
obvious and threatening: the federal government has sacrificed its credibility. A government that
lies without restraint about the death of its chief executive can not be believed on anything.

A government that exculpates presidential assassins and denies an accused man his every
right can not be trusted to protect its presidents or the rights of its citizens .... Government that
denies its people the true story of their president's murder undercuts, if it does not prevent, the

working of democracy. (1975:254)®

Law Enforcement

Law enforcement agencies which had the primary responsibility for investigating the crime, principally the
Dallas police and the F.B.L, not only failed to conduct proper investigations, but compounded that failure by
violating the rights of the accused and, in the case of the F.B.1, violating the rights of those who criticized their
work. -

The investigative work of the Dallas police is flawed in many respects. But among the greatest of their
failings was their treatment of the tangible evidence on the sixth floor of the Texas School Book Depository.

(Weisberg, 1965:31-51) For example, an important part of the Warren Commission’s case against Oswald is the so-

*Years later, because of persistent questions and criticism of the Warren Report along with skepticism
regarding the resolution of the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., the House Select Committee on
Assassinations (HSCA) was created and conducted its own investigation. Its hearings were clearly aimed at
debunking the many conspiracy theorists who had put forth their own, highly speculative, scenarios. But it was
silent with respect to the many well-documented deficiencies of the Warren Commission's original work. (See
Weisberg, 1995:92 for more background and an example of how the HSCA operated). Although it ended up
endorsing the idea that there was a conspiracy, the HSCA Final Report basically absolved the Warren Commission
and said it had conducted a thorough and professional investigation. The government demonstrated once more its
inability to get to the truth or to make amends for its wrongdoing. An excellent summary of several gross
deficiencies in the HSCA's probe can be found in Guth and Wrone, The Assassination of John F. Kennedy: A
Comprehensive Historical and Legal Bibliography, 1963-1979. (1980:xxvi-xxxiv)
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called “sniper's nest” that Oswald supposedly built around the window from which the shots were fired.>* There
was a major problem, however, which Lt. J.C. Day admitted in his testimony to the Warren Commission: that the
boxes which made up this “sniper's nest” were moved before the photographs (which the Warren Commission
accepted as evidence) were taken. (Weisbe;g, 1965:32-33) Therefore, any fingerprint evidence found on those
boxes and any reconstruction of the crime based on these photos would be worthless because of this careless
approach to the crime scene. This did not stop the Warren Commission, however, from using this tainted and really '
worthless evidence. (Warren Commission, 1964a:137-142)

While Oswald was in police custody, he was inte;'rogatcd off and on for a total of about 12 hours. Not only
was he not represented byegal counsel, despite his expressed wishes, at any time during these interrogations,
incredibly, no stenographic or taped record was made of these sessions. Instead, the only reports of these
interrogations were prepared after the fact from only some of the participants, and these reports are inconsistent with
each other. No one attempted to reconcile these inconsistencies. (Weisberg, 1965:70-73; Meagher, 1967:223-237)
The Warren Report accepted the implausible explanation that Capt. Will Fritz's office was too small to permit a
stenographer or even a tape recorder! It is hard to imagine such an explanation holding up in any court. Whether
incompetence, negligence, or some more sinister motive was operating, there is no doubt the Dallas police failed in
their duty to conduct a credible investigation,

Far and away the greatest failure of the Dallas police was the murder of their prime suspect while in their
custody in the basement of police headquarters. There was no reason that basement had to be so crowded with
reporters as it was and why Oswald had to be exposed to them at all, except for publicity purposes which the Dallas
police seemed keen to exploit throughout that weekend. In fact, there was no reason a police car could not have
backed up all the way to the jail door so that Oswald would not have been exposed to anyone. Having ignored other
rights an accused person is supposed to be guaranteed, the Dallas police failed to protect the most precious right, the

right to life. (Weisberg, 1965:85-96) And their failure really set the stage for the whole sordid chain of events: the

“Not only did the Warren Commission utilize this tainted evidence, Gerald Posner uncritically accepted it
in his widely praised Case Closed: Lee Harvey Oswald and the Assassination of JFK (1993). Posner's book is, in
fact, a stellar instance of deceit and dishonesty as Harold Weisberg proves in Case Open: The Omissions,
Distortions and Falsifications of “Case Closed" (1994).
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charade of an investigation, the cover-up and lies, and the pervasive commercialization and exploitation of the
assassination for the past thirty years.

The Dallas police department's ineptitude was more than matched by the F.B.L's so-called investigation.
Katzenbach's concern about not wanting the world to see America in the eyes of the bungling Dallas police was why
he thought the F.B.1. needed to take over the case in the first place. (See Appendix, Exhibit C) Imagine the
judgment of that same world to the F.B.L's own (willful) ineptitude, as reflected in their initial report discussed
above® But, since that report and other evidence of the F.B.L's woefully deficient and clearly deceitful work did
not surface until well after the Warren Commission Report was released and praised by the media, there was little
chance for any widespread ,Fublic criticism to develop.

The presumption that Oswald was the sole assassin emerged early and remained in force throughout the life
of the Warren Commission and indeed well beyond it. This presumption governed what “investigation” the F.B.L.
did conduct. For example, it led the F.B.1. to turn down potentially crucial photographic evidence because it did not
support the case they were building against Oswald. There is no better example of this than the F.B.L's refusal of
valuable film of the assassination offered it by Charles Bronson. (See Appendix, Exhibit E) The agents who went
to view the film wrote a memo stating that although the “Film did depict the President’s car at the precise time shots
were fired;...the pictures were not sufficiently clear for identification purposes” and that an 8mm film taken by
Bronson “failed to show the building from which the shots were fired.” Both statements were later discovered to be
blatant falsehoods. As Harold Weisberg reports, “There were ninety-two individual frames or individual pictures of

"

the very window the F.B.1. deemed ‘the sniper's nest.”” (1995:29, emphasis in original) Other crucial photographic
evidence was also ignored, Guth and Wrone (1980:68) point out that “the Special Agent in Charge of the Dallas
Field Office sent an Airtel...to Director J. Edgar Hoover on 19 Dec. 1963 stating: ‘No effort is being made to set
forth the names of news media throughout the country who made photographs and films in Dallas on 11-22-63.”

For months the F.B.1. ignored one of the victims of the shooting, James T. Tague, who was slightly

wounded by a spray of concrete from a bullet which hit a curbstone where he had been standing. It is not as if what .

¥As Alex Rosen, head of the General Investigative Division, characterized the F.B.1's investigative
strategy as, “Standing with pockets open waiting for evidence to drop in." (Weisberg, 1995:36)
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happened to Mr, Tague was unknown. A Dallas police officer was standing near him when it happened; it was
reported in the Dallas papers, and photographs of the mark in the curb accompanied the newspaper story which /Jf%
appeared the next day. And the F.B.I. had no interest! It was not until Texas authorities brought it to the attention
of the Warren Commission several months l;ter that Tague's experience was officially acknowledged. He gave
testimony as the Warren Commission was wrapping up its work, and the F.B.I. was finally called upon to go down
and investigate.
Through readily available photographs, the F.B.1. was able to locate that portion of curbstone.
Unfortunately, the bullet hole had been patched, a patch th:at is clearly visible on the piece of curbstone they dug up
and which now resides in the National Archives. And there is no doubt Oswald could not have covered up this bit
of evidence. So, who did? When the F.B.L laboratory did a spectrographic analysis of that curbstone, it scraped a
sample not from the original, fresh bullet hole (as it should and certainly could have in any decent pretense of an
investigation) but from the cement patch. So there was no way that test could reveal whether the bullet that made
that mark was of the same type as bullets allegedly fired by Oswald. (See Weisberg, 1994:138-166, for an excellent
discussion of the Tague incident.)
The F.B.1. photographic lab worked overtime producing unclear, indistinct pictures of crucial pieces of
evidence, such as the President's clothing. (Weisberg, 1995:235-250) This allowed it and the Warren Commission

Wi

to make statements about the damage to that clothing which were patently false; for example, that the bullet that / gﬁ, _ﬂf
struck the President in the back had exited his throat and made bullet holes in his shirt collar and tie. Harold M
Weisberg insist.ed on clearer photographs of the President's shirt and tie, which confirmed what had already been
indicated by sworn testimony from a doctor and nurses at Parkland Hospital: the damage had been caused by a
scalpel which was used to cut off President Kennedy's tie and open his shirt front before emergency procedures to
try to save his life could be started.
Before we leave the F.B.L and its manifest failures, we need to acknowledge its immoral and illegal
campaign to discredit it critics. Although other abuses of that era are widely known and have been condemned,

such as the F.B.Ls efforts to undermine Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., or destroy the Black Panthers, its efforts

against critics of the official story of the Kennedy assassination remains large ly unknown but certainly no less
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LLAe

press on this issue, the F.B.1. established what they called a “Special Correspondent's List;” that4s, journalists they
Y

were confident would accept what the F.B.1. said as gospel and defend it against attacks. (See Appendix, Exhibit G)

reprehensible. (See Appendix, Exhibif F; Weisberg, 1995:6-10) On the other hand, in an effort to influence the

The essential job of law enforcement, whether at the local level of the Dallas police or at the federal level
of the F.B.L, is to uphold and enforce the law, and to conduct thorough, competent, honest investigations when the
law is violated. There is virtually no evidence of these two law enforcement agencies even attempting to do a
proper job. They failed. And the fact that both agencies, especially the F.B.1, have hardly been taken to task for
their manifest shortcomings makes it likely that law enforcement will fail us again, both in time of great national
crises and in the more mungane crises our country faces daily. One wonders if this kind of investigative work is
done to attempt to solve what many have called “the crime of the century,” what realistic faith can one have in the

day-to-day operation of these law enforcement agencies?

The Legal Profession and the Judiciary

Although the image of lawyers and judges has become tarnished in recent years, society continues to look
to the legal profession and judiciary to function as competent, responsible interpreters and defenders C;f the law.
When these institutions fail, individuals, and indeed society as a whole, are in jeopardy of succumbing to the rule of .
whim and arbitrary power. In the case of the Kennedy assassination, lawyers who served as the staff of the Warren
Commission and really did the bulk of the work of that Commission, (Weisberg, 1965:xiii-xv) failed to act as
lawyers whose Rnowledge of the requirements of law, rules of evidence, and skillful questioning are supposed to
help elicit the truth. In fact, as we will see, it is clear that they used their knowledge and skill to try to avoid the
truth. Judges, especially those who sat in judgment of Freedom of Information Act suits through which some critics
sought to wrest from the government suppressed information, largely failed to uphold that law and, in effect,
allowed the government to continue to deceive the American people.

The work of the Warren Commission legal staff can be characterized at best as irresponsible and deceitful,
with numerous examples found throughout the Commission’s work. Often these lawyers worked alone, taking

testimony from key witnesses with only a stenographer present to record it. But even in the presence of Warren
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Commission members (most of whom also had legal backgrounds) their questioning was plainly inadequate, not
infrequently badgering and hostile, especially when a witness had some unwelcome information. As Sylvia
Meagher observed:

A reading of the "full testimony ... leads to the irresistible conclusion that the witnesses
fall into two general categories — the 'friendly’ and the ‘unfriendly' — which again is alien to the
impartial fact-finding process. In the case of some 'unfriendly' witnesses the Commission went
beyond a show of antipathy and set out to discredit character. As Paul L. Freese wrote in the New
York University Law Review, “The techJ;ique of character impeachment used by the Commission
has distubbing implications....” It is striking that the Commission regarded as unimpeachable a
number of witnesses whose testimony is inherently disordered and strongly suggestive of
falsification or mental incompetence or both. (1967:xxix)

No better example of the failure of these lawyers could be found than the work of assistant counsel Arlen
Specter (currently a Republican Senator from Pennsylvania and presidential candidate) who took the bulk of the
crucial medical testimony and is the primary architect of the infamous “single-bullet theory.” With the

“acknowledgment that at least one shot missed the limousine altogether and struck a curb wounding Jim Tague

siightly (among other considerations), for the Commission to insist that Oswald did it alone firing only three shots,
one of those bullets had to have caused seven separate wounds in President Kennedy and Governor Connally and
emerge in near pristine condition. (See, e.g., Weisberg, 1995:3) Rather than seriously consider the distinct
possibility of other shots, meaning at least one other assassin, the Commission chose to go with this “single-bullet
theory,” which Arlen Specter promoted in his questioning of witnesses.

One tactic Specter used was to preface his questions to the various experts before him by speculating about
a hypothetical bullet — could a bullet do this damage. Specter was able to get on the record qualified positive

responses to this hypothetical question. However, in each and every case when he bothered to show the actual

rl

—
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bullet (CE399) to these same experts they emphatically rejected the idea that bullet could have done that kind of

damage and emerge in such near perfect condition.*

Specter kept out of the record crucial information which contradicted his single bullet theory. Not
publishing or even referring to the official death certificate signed by the President's personal physician, Admiral
George G. Burkley, is a significant omission in its own right. But it takes on added significance in that the death
certificate Jocates the wound to the President's back too low to accommodate the single-bullet theory. (Weisberg,
1975:302-306) The same can be said of an interview Specter conducted with the two F.B.I. agents, James Sibert
and Francis X. O'Neill, who observed the autopsy. (Weisbérg, 1975:71-74) These agents whose accounts of their
observations would have d';credited. and, at the very least, cast doubt on, the theory were not called to testify before
the Commission, nor was their interview published in the Report or the 26 volumes of hearings and exhibits. C&é ﬂ f 'f

Another expert witness who was never called to testify because of his strong disagreement with the single-
bullet theory was Dr. Joseph Dolce, the Army's chief consultant on wound ballistics who supervised the tests
conducted at Aberdeen proving grounds to see if similar bullets could do what CE399 is alleged to have done.
These tests showed that similar bullets doing that kind of damage were significantly deformed. In a conference
conducted on April 21, 1964, at which Mr. Specter was present, Dr. Dolce registered his strong objections to the
single-bullet theory. (Weisberg, 1995:297-301) He subsequently was not called to register those objections in
Commission testimony. In fact, “His name appears nowhere in the Report or its appended twenty-six volumes...”
(Weisberg, 1995:291)

One final example of blatant disregard for the truth and the obligations of a lawyer should suffice. When

Specter had the chief autopsy surgeon, Dr. Humes, before him, Humes made the astounding admission that he had

*For an excellent discussion with excerpts from the testimony, see Meagher, Accessories After the Fact.
Included is the following example from Specter’s questioning of Dr. Gregory:

Specter: Assume, if you will, another set of hypothetical circumstances: That the 6.5 millimeter bullet

traveling at the same muzzle velocity, to wit, 2,000 feet per second, at approximately 165 feet between the

weapon and the victim, struck the President in the back of the neck passing through the large strap muscles,

going through the fascia channel, missing the pleural cavity, striking no bones and emerging from the

lower anterior neck, after striking the trachea. Could such a projectile have then passed into the

Governor’s back and inflicted all three of or all of the wounds which have been described.

Dr. Gregory: | believe one would have to concede the possibility, but T believe firmly that the probability is

much diminished. (Meagher, 1967:168-169)
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burned the first draft of the autopsy report on the President in his recreation room fireplace on Sunday morning after
hearing that Oswald had been shot in Dallas. (Weisberg, 1975:524-525) More astounding is that assistant counsel
Specter asked no questions, sought no explanation for this willful destruction of crucial evidence.?’

That a Freedom of Information Actiwas necessary to guarantee access by the public to documents and
information withheld by the government itself raises serious questions about the degree to which our institutions are
free and democratic. The Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) has been the principal vehicle through which a few
critics have been able to compel the government to release suppressed documents. Like any law, FOIA is really
only as strong and effective as it is vigorously enforced. A11d that requires a principled, perhaps even courageous,
Judiciary willing to compelpfederal agencies to divulge information they have no right withholding from the public.
In fact; judges have more often than not allowed the government to stonewall, delay, and unjustly deny the public
information they have a right to know about how their President was killed.

Harold Weisberg filed numerous FOIA suits, ultimately garnering a quarter million pages of previously
withheld documents.* His success, however, should not overshadow the fact that this was a painstaking, frustrating
process frequently stonewalled by federal agencies and complicit judges. A good example of the failure of the
judiciary in this regard can be found in CA75-0226, Harold Weisberg v. United States Department of Justice,
United States Energy Research and Development Administration, Judge John Pratt presiding. (Weisberg, 1995:258-
262; 1975:412-430) In essence, Weisberg proved, and even attested to under oath, that F.B.1. Special Lab Agent

John Kilty committed perjury in submitting two contradictory affidavits regarding the testing of bullet fragments
| and CE399. Rather than becoming outraged at the lawless behavior of the F.B.1., Judge Pratt expressed his irritation

at Weisberg and his attorney, Jim Lesar, for bringing this up, even suggesting they might be sued. But there was no

“And it was not until years later, after critics had raised questions about this, that an explanation was
offered by Humes -- one that was wholly inadequate and itself deceitful. (See Harold Weisberg, Never Again!,
(1995:87-96).

*For a listing of these cases, see Weisberg, 1995:461-463.
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suit and the F.B.I. was allowed in a federal court to get away with perjury.” Judges have acted as handmaidens of

the government they are supposed to make sure works properly and honestly and in the public interest.

The Media, The Press and Publishv;rs

Despite the checks and balances built into our governmental system, democracy can ultimately be
maintained only with an informed citizenry. Thus, our society depends on a number of related institutions to keep
the people informed and the government honest. The press, and in the present day, the mass media, bear the major
burden. So also the publishing industry in general ideally |;mvides a forum for discussion and critical analysis of
society and social institutiohs. Serious criticism of the official government version of the Kennedy assassination has
rarely found its way into the newspapers or the evening news broadcasts and special reports, and perhaps even more _
rarely have the major publishers deemed it appropriate to publish serious, factual, critical analyses of the official
governmental position on the assassination of President Kennedy. Cutting across the ideological spectrum,
journalists, publishers, and TV producers have all shown a distinct preference either for the most unfounded,
sensational (but entertaining and lucrative) conspiracy theories or for what is often portrayed as the more sober and
factual official story (which in reality is as unfounded and illogical as some of its competitors in the conspiracy
field). On balance, major news organizations have always defended the government and have either ignored or
misrepresented well-documented criticisms of it. The New York Times and CBS News can be singled out as being
among the government's most vocal and persistent defenders, but they are far from alene.

The m;}dia as a whole has failed to meet its fundamental obligation in a democratic society of informing
the people about what its government is doing. To fulfill this obligation, the media must not simply report what
government officials tell the press, but must seek out and report all the facts. Doing so often leads to criticism of

government and other institutions in our society.

*The curious defense of the F.B.I.’s perjury, accepted by Judge Pratt, was that Weisberg “could make such
claims ad infinitum since he is perhaps more familiar with events surrounding the investigation of President
Kennedy's assassination than anyone now employed by the F.B.1.” (See Appendix, Exhibit K)
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That the government can continue to insist on its official story and defend its indefensible and
reprehensible conduct in the so-called investigation of President Kennedy’s assassination is, as Harold Weisberg
wrote in 1975, “possible only because the press has abdicated its responsibilities and converted itself into an agency
of government, assailing those who, having ;ought the truth, declare it. Were the press under actual government
control, the harm would be less, for this would be known and allowed for by citizens in evaluating its message.
That it is not an official press but acts as one is subversive in a democratic society, for we expect the press to be the
watchdog over government, not its bedmate.” (1975:3) Unfortunately, these words are as true today, two decades
later, if not more s0.2° :

The failure of the nedia and the press to respond critically upon the release of the Warren Commission
Report and, later, its massive 26 volume appendix was governed, in large part, by the demand to get out a story. The
masterful propaganda techniques of the Commission successfully discouraged the media and press from digging
deeper into the story. On the surface, the Report certainly looks impressive, and only a careful reading of it in
conjunction with the testimony and exhibits could begin to reveal its serious flaws. The Report was published with
a summary of the Commission’s conclusions, albeit without references necessary to checking its validity, as a first
chapter in a rather lengthy volume. The twenty-six volumes of evidence on which these conclusions are presumably
based were published long after the repoz;t itself, long after the Commission’s findings were “hot news.” In addition,
the Report with its volumes of evidence and testimony amounting to an estimated 10,000,000 words were
published with no subject index, a necessity for checking its conclusions against its evidence. Nonetheless, the
press acted Me@nsibly in lavishing praise on the Report when it was first released, and it has more than
compounded that initial error by continually re-affirming that first uninformed reaction, even in the face of some of
the most damning and well-documented revelations. (Meagher, 1967 xxvi-xxvii)

In his recently published Never Again!, Harold Weisberg (1995:187) provides an insightful overview of the

press's failure in the immediate aftermath of the so-called investigation:

1A s noted earlier, Gerald Posner's book, Case Closed, (1993) stands as one of the most error-laden,
dishonest books in the whole history of Kennedy assassination literature. Yet, it was lavished with rave reviews by
the media. See Harold Weisberg's Case Open (1994),
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There were no public hearings, no hearings at which the press and public could be
present, no opportunity for what leaps from the printed page to be known and objected to. Asa
result, testimony that would inevitably lead to expressions of outrage was lost in the vast volume
of those ten million words disclosed at a single moment. Nobody in the media was going to read
that many words in time to inform the people about their meaning, and no media organization was
about to make the enormous investment that would have meant. The way it worked out, the
Report having been issued two months earlier than the testimony and greeted by the media as the
unquestionable truth, what media perusal there was of the testimony and exhibits was in seeking
confumati'on of what the media already had printed and said in support of the Report.

It is truly difficult to select any one specific example of the media's failure; they are legion. But one
involving The New York Times will suffice to make the point. It involves an interview conducted by then
correspondent Fred Graham with Dr. John Lattimer who had been granted exclusive access to the Kennedy autopsy
materials. (1972:1,4) The only apparent qualification Lattimer had was previous writing in defense of the Warren
Commission Report; his expertise in medicine was urology, not forensic pathology (as it should have been to even
gain access to these materials). In Graham's exclusive, which made headlines throughout the country, Lattimer
displayed his patent bias by asserting, for example, that examination of the autopsy photos and X-rays proved
Oswald did the shooting — to which Weisberg responded and specifically pointed out to Graham who had
conducted the interview: “...that na pictures or X-rays, separately or combined, can show who fired what shots.”
(1975:388) Numerous other statements Lattimer made in that interview were either false or displayed an ignorance
of forensic pathology. (Weisberg, 1975:386-402) But it was all treated uncritically. And Dr. Lattimer continues to
pop up from time to time as a credible expert, for example, on both CBS and PBS during the 25th anniversary of the
assassination in 1988.

If the media cannot bring itself to correct this disgraceful record and finally display some intelligence and
courage on this subject, difficult questions arise regarding the capability of the media of keeping the public
informed in other important areas of social life. If the principle that an informed citizenry is the key to a healthy

democracy remains valid, the health of American democracy seems in serious jeopardy.
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The A.M.A. and the Failure of “Science”

Science was involved in many aspects of the investigation of the Kennedy assassination: the testing of the
rifle, the comparison of bullets, the ballistics, and so forth. In most of these instances it failed. (See Roffman, 1975;
Weisberg, generally) But nowhere was the f:ai[ing.so great as in the development and analysis of the crucial medical
evidence. Forensic pathology is an exact science. Because it involves the obtaining of evidence that may determine
whether a murder case is solved and whether a defendant will be found guilty or net, it is essential that procedures
be meticulously adhered to and detailed information be carefully sought and accurately recorded. This
characterization does not apply to the autopsy performed 0;1 the body of the President. To this day, serious
questions remain about theguality of the autopsy, the accuracy of its records, the freedom of the autopsy surgeons
from external control, and the evidence and testimony sought by the Warren Commission and provided by the
autopsy surgeons. (Weisberg, 1975) Among the many problems with the autopsy are the burning of autopsy
protocol by Dr. Humes, the chief autopsy surgeon; the mislocation of the President’s back wound as a neck wound;
the failure to properly analyze the throat wound. (Weisberg, 1965:178-187, 196-199) Perhaps of greater
significance is the alteration of the autopsy report by Dr. Humes after the murder of Oswald, alterations which had
serious implications for the question of whether the President had been murdered as the result of a conspiracy. For
example, where Humes had originally written “puncture wound,” he crossed out “puncture”(meaning entrance
wound, a shot from the front) and replaced it with “lacerated.” (Weisberg, 1975:515)

One of the best illustrations of that failure of medical science is the most recent example. In 1992, the
American Mcdiﬂ Association, through its journal, The Journal of the American Medical Association (JAMA), lent
its prestige to the official theory of the Kennedy assassination and, in particular, to the autopsy surgeons. In its May
27, 1992 issue is a report of JAMA editor George Lundberg’s interview with the Kennedy autopsy surgeons, J.
Thornton Boswell and James Joseph Humes.”' (Breo, 1992) At a major press conference in New York, Lundberg
claimed that he was using JAMA to “end the talk of conspiracy” in the case. That “as the professional publication

devoted to scientific research [it] had a very good chance, perhaps the best chance, of setting to rest the talk of

?'The third autopsy surgeon, Pierre Finck, refused to be interviewed, but later agreed to an interview which
was the basis of an article in the October 7, 1992 JAMA. Also in the May 27, 1992 JAMA, four of the Dallas
doctors were interviewed.
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conspiracy.” (Quoted in Weisberg, 1995:44) The resulting article, not surprisingly, given Lundberg’s purpose, is
more aptly described as propaganda than science. Neither Lundberg nor the reporter who wrote the article
demonstrate familiarity with the fundamental facts of the case. Nor, clearly, do they attempt to raise any of the
significant issues that have revolved around the autopsy. Under the guise of scientific inquiry in a peer review
Jjournal, the autopsy surgeons were provided with the opportunity to reassert their position without challenge,
question, or critical comment. While the errors, false assertions, inaccuracies and contradictions in the JAMA

reports are numerous, the fundamental problem is the fraudulent use of science for political purposes.®

Conclusion T

In a seminal essay written many years ago at the height of a period of critical self-examination in American
sociology, Alexander Liazos called upon his colleagues specializing in the study of criminal and deviant behavior to
look beyond the individuals who are typically studied, in his words, the “nuts, sluts, and perverts,” and focus more
on the less visible, but deeper, institutional problems. (Ginocchio:1981; Liazos, 1972) He focused not on individual
deviants and their behavior, but rather on what he called “covert institutional violence.” Covert institutional
violence may be defined as the unrecognized institutional actions which have destructive consequences for society.
They can properly be regarded as major instances of deviant and/or criminal behavior.

A more subtle form of “covert institutional violence” might be called, after Liazos, “covert institutional
fraud.” Throughout our discussion of the failure of various institutions to deal properly and honestly with the
assassination of i’resident Kennedy, we have documented numerous instances of such “covert institutional fraud.”
From the Warren Commission, to law enforcement, to the legal profession and judiciary, and finally to the media

and science, an account of the assassination has been foisted on the American people which is a knowing fraud.

A few examples of the particular problems with the JAMA reports are: the false assertion that these
doctors were breaking 28 years of silence by granting these interviews, when in fact they had spoken out publicly
many times since the assassination; (Weisberg, 1995:41-60) the assertion that there were “no generals” in the
autopsy room when the records indicate otherwise; (Weisberg, 1995:151-156); false assertions regarding the
burning of “autopsy notes” because they were stained with the President’s blood, when it was not these notes, but
the original draft of the autopsy protocol that Humes destroyed after learning that Oswald had been murdered:
(Weisberg, 1995:90-96) and a misleading account of the mislocation of wounds. (Weisberg, 1995:173ff)
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Although countless books and articles have been written on the Kennedy assassination, this fraud has been little
exposed, hence covert. Only in the works of a handful of responsible critics, critics who have been virtually ignored
by the media all these years, has this story been told. This “covert institutional fraud” not only reveals serious flaws
in major institutions, but on the whole contir;ues to erode the foundation of trust and confidence on which our
government and other major institutions depend.

One final institutional failure needs to be addressed. Scholars, on whom society depends for critical
analysis, knowledge, information and insight into society, its institutions, and its problems and issues, have
remained virtually silent on the Kennedy assassination and .;the institutional failure that accompanied it.3* The
complexity of the subject-npatter, the difficulty of access to materials, the pressures on professors for “scholarly
productivity,” and the nee:'i to avoid association with controversial topics, may in part explain the failure of
historians, sociologists, criminologists, and political scientists to undertake serious, scholarly examination of this
topic. It is a topic that presents more than the usual difficulties. As David R. Wrone, one of the few professional
historians to work on the assassination, has observed: “The serious student of the assassination of President John F.
Kennedy confronts a subject riven by controversy, saddled with numerous theories, overwhelmed by a seemingly
impossible mountain of facts, issues, and questions, and lost in the complexity of the issues.” (1993:1)* We hope
that we have demonstrated that the issues involved are of such significance that these difficulties are worth
confronting.

It might be argued that the Kennedy assassination represents a somewhat special case, but the history of the
intervening decades — of Vietnam, Caintelpro, Watergate and Iran-Contra — would suggest that this institutional

failure was not a temporary deviation in an exceptional time of crisis, but, rather, suggests fundamental and

Despite the wealth of opportunity that the topic provides to gain insight on so many issues in history, law
and justice, politics, and sociology, a recent DIALOG search of the journal literature in these fields yielded only 18
papers and articles in the more than three decades since the assassination. It should also be rioted that half of these
citations were from journals focusing on communications and public opinion.

MIndeed, part of the deliberate strategy of deception on the part of the Warren Commission staff was to
dump all its information on the American public with little chronological or logical order to it and without an index.
“For example, during the course of the Commission investigation the archives began to index the hundreds of
thousands, indeed million, of names found in the documents files, not only a normal step for research but also
essential for the Commission investigative staff to perform its work properly. Howard Willens, then the number
three man in the Commission staff and an assistant counsel, ordered them to stop.” (Wrone, 1993:1)
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systematic institutional failure. Many questions remain to be explored. A deeper probing of the failures suggested
in this paper would itself seem to be a promising course of study. Similarly, the question of the extensiveness of
institutional failure needs further examination. Does such failure also characterize other major institutions — the
school, the family, the economy, the health care system? Are the failings of these related in any way to those
discussed in this paper? And, perhaps of greatest importance, it is not enough to know that our institutions are
failing; we must attempt to find out why they are failing us and how they can be made to function more
appropriately. There can be no doubt that many of our social problems are deeply embedded in our society and its
institutions. To expose these problems for the purpose of analysis and possible correction, there can be no substitute
for the kind of patient, thor%ugh study necessary to unravel the complex, interdependent institutional reality of

modern society.
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EXHIBIT A
APPENDIX I

Immediate Release November 30, 1963

Office of the White House Press Secretary

THE WHITE HOUSE

*

EXECUTIVE ORDER
No. 11130

Appointing a Commission To Report Upon the
Assassination of President John F. Kennedy

Pursuant to the authority vested in me as President of the
United Statds, I hereby appoint a Commission to ascertain,
evaluate and report upon the facts relating to the assassination
of the late President John F. Kennedy and the subsequent
violent death of the man charged with the assassination. The
Commission shall consist of --

The Chief Justice of the United States, Chairman;
Senator Richard B. Russell;

Senator John Sherman Cooper;

Congressman Hale Boggs;

Congressman Gerald R. Ford;

The Honorable Allen W. Dulles;

The Honorable John J. McCloy.

The purposesof the Commission are to examine the evidence
developed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and any
additional evidence that may hereafter come to light or be
uncovered by federal or state authorities; to make such further
investigation as the Commission finds desirable; to evaluate all
the facts and circumstances surrounding such assassination, in-
cluding the subsequent violent death of the man charged with the
assassination, and to report to me its findings and conclusions.

The Commission is empowered to prescribe its own procedures
and to employ such assistance as it deems necessary.

Necessary expenses of the Commission may be paid from the
"Emergency Fund for the President."”

All Executive departments and agencies are directed to furnish
the Commission with such facilities, services and cooperation as
it may request from time to time.

LYNDON B. JOHNSON
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 29, 1963.
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EXHIBIT C

November 25, 1963

MEHORANDUM TOR HR. MOYLRS3

1t is important that all of the facts
surrounding Prealdent Kennedy's Assassinatien be
pade public in a way whiech will satisfy peopls in
the United Statss and abroad that all the facts

have been told and that a statsmant to this effect
be made NOWe

1. The public must be satisfied that
Dswald was the ageassiny that he did not have
confaderates who ars still nt largej and that

the c}ldqnuq was such that he would have besn
acavicted at trial.

2. Spaculation about Ouwald's motivaticnm
ought to be cut off, and wa should have soes basis
for rebutting thought that this was a Comwunist

aonapiracy or (as the lron Curtain press is sayling)

a vight-wing conrplracy to blawe 1t on the Cosmmunlsts.
Unfortunataly the facts on Oswald seam about too pat-—
toe obvious (HMarxist, Cuba, Ruasian wife, wtc.). The

Dallas pollice have put out statemants on tha Communist
conspiracy theory, and {t was they who were in charge

when he was shot and thus nilencad.

3. Tre matter has been handled thus far
with nelther dignlty nor convieticn. Facts have hean
nixad with rumour and gaeculation, e can sparcely
lut the world sese us totally in the image of the
Dallas police whan our Presidant ias murdered.

1 think this objective may be gatisfled
by making public aw soon as pessible a complete and
thorouph FOIL report on Oswald and the assassination.
Thia may Tun into the difficulty of pointing to in=
consiatencles betwasen thia report and statemants DY
Dallas pollice of ficlals. But the reputation of the
gureau im such that it may do tha whols jobs.
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The only other stap would be the appointment
of a Presidentlal Commisalon of unimpeachabla perascnnael

to review and axamine thea evidence and anncance its
conclumicons,

This has both advantages and disadvantages.
It think it can

await tublicntion af the TFTBEI report
and publia reaction to it here and abroad.

I think, howavar, that a atatemsnt that
4ll the factns will dea wmade public proparty im an
ordarly and responalble way should be mada now,
nead momathing to baad off public speculatiom or
Comgrsasionpl hearings ef the wreong sort.

We

Micholas ded. Katzenbach
Daputy Attorney Gameral
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A D T DATE:  November 25, 1963 _ ., -
' : ! o
f |.a.-u,l : C. D. DeLoach i:.. -
g o ! R,
SUNJECT: - ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDENT FIEES. Pl o
BT

: o
For the Director's informalion, 1 talkes with Al Friendly, Vice Presicent
and Managing Editor of the "Washinglon Post and Times Herald" at 10:50 AM this morning.

e Ilold Friendly that 1 wanled Lo be perfectly honest with him, however, v
[ must insist that our conversation remain completely off the record. I mentioned we .\
naa had numerous cordial arguments in the past and the fact was well established that

- we usually had diflerriy points of view on most matters. I mentioned that the purpose
of my call, however, was a matter of grave concern and 1 felt certain he would recognize_

this fact. Friendly agreed and stated our conversation would be maintained strictly
.in conficence. ,

"
\
1 told Friendly that apparently there had been a "leak" to his paper to the
effect that a "Presidential Comm'ssion' had been suggested to look into the assassination
of the i resident and the murder of Lee Harvey Oswald. I mentioned we had receivecd
information indicating Lis paper planned to prepare an editorial strictly affirming the
necessity of a "Presidential Comm'ssion." It was mentioned that such an editorizl
vwould be most unwise al the present time. Friendly interrupted me at this point and state:
e cid nui personally know whether this had been a "Jeak” or merely the idea of one o1
tneir stall members. He affirmed the fact an editorial was being considered.

~

I told Friensly I had just conferred with the Director regarding this
matter and wanted him to know that such an edilorial on the part of his paper would
merely "muddy the walers" and would create further confusion and hysteria. It was
mentlioned that the President had personally asked the Director to have the FBI concuct

! a full investigation both inlo the assassination of the President and into the murder

‘of Lee Larvey Oswald. ‘I told him Mr. Hoover was personally supervising these

] investigations and thal reports would be submilled to the Department of Justice and to the
White House In two phases: (1) the assassination of the President and (2) the murder

I of Lee Harvey Oswald. I mentioned that Mr. Hoover had seen to it that the best trainea

' men {n the FBI were on these investigations and that our inquiries were proving to be

swill and fntensive. 1told him no stone is Lo be left unturned. I further told him that

i e Iresident had additionally discussed this matter with the Director today and that the
Enclosure ’
L S ?.'.’r. Belmont 1-Mr. M. A. Jones (‘ ‘ / _— R
L _.s-I.r. Rosen 1 - Mr. Morrell l el ST ) UIORE_C.
‘ L-iir. Evans 1 NOT' RECORDRD - 2%
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¢ bcLuach Lo Mohr 11/25/62
ic: Assassination of the President

Director hgd asstred the President thal thorough investigations were proceeding at full
peed. I mpentioned lo Friendly thal our investigation would include and lay to rest
Ay rumorg of substance that had been [lying around with respect to the two matters.

l‘I menii. -d to him also the fact that the Slale of Texas was concerned with the matler
Aand was concucting inquiry. Itold Friendly Lhal, as a matter of personal interest

‘o him, our Investigation into the murder of Lee Harvey Oswald would determine
-he adequacy of securily given Lo Oswald and that the {acts, regardless of what they’
hnight be, would allow the Department of Juslice to delermine whether a Civil Rights
tviolation had accurred. Friendly replied he was most inlerested in this phase.

. 2

' ' I meutioned Lo Friendly that considering all the above, an editorial

. hia paper sugpesting a "Presidential Commission" would merely serve to confuse ..°

Syne fssue. 1 tola him if was hoped thal he would understand our viewpoint in this matter..

ana would, therefore, eliminate the editorial. /
J_ Without any hesitation, Friendly lold me the editorial would be eliminated.
l.le staled he would, ol rourse, have to mention this matter to Russ Wiggins, the Editor,
“n a confidential basis. Itold him there were no objections to this, however, Wiggins
should specifically undrrsiand my reasoning in approaching him, Friendly, in this
inanner. Friendly statiud there would be no misundersianding. Friendly added that
while he vould respect our viewpoint, he sincerely hoped I would bring to the Director's
llention the need for some oulstanding group or body of men affirming and issyjng g
he FEI report other than the U. S. Allorney General or that "boob" (WaggonerQCar{)_
+~ho calls himself the Altorney General of the State of Texas. Friendly mentidned he
1ad every confidence iii'llie Director and the FBI in conducting a fair and impartial -
Anvestigation. He addnd, however, if the FBI investigative report was issued by either
he Attorney General of the Uniled States or the Attorney General of the State of Texas,
a1e report would bear little weight in later suppressing rumors, ill-advised books, making
+ martyr out of Cswald. Ilold Friendly that in view of his cooperation, I would, of course
ring his personal thoughts to the attentinn of the Director and I felt sure that the Directo:
would mention this to the President il the occasion arose. Friendly reiterated his
~onfidence in the FBI1 and he slated he was glad to he of service.

The Director was advised of the above facts and specifically of Fricndly's

_ rommitment not to print the editorial.

i . Friendly called hack at 11:20 AM. He stated he had thought the matter over
‘he ol.njously had talked with liuss Wiggins) and wanted to let me know that while he
igreed with some of our viewpoints, he could not make any definite comnitment. :.2
Jtalew .nis was a matter for Wiggins to decide upon. 1told him in view of his stater.ents

- -
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mo Deloach to Mohr 11/25/63

"Re: Assassinalion of the President

cduring carprevious vonversation, I thought the decislon had already been made not

'Lo publish [he editorial. He staled that had been only his personal opinion, that'after all

"nis paper §ad an obligation to the general public. Itold him 1 was not asking him to

' suppresz duything but merely to listen to a point of common gense during a very trying
titme. Lo slaled this was all very true but we should recognize that his paper had an -
vbligation to print what was felt might be the best for the general public. He indicated.
that no ¢ecision had yet  been made concerning the edilorial and in all probabilities

it vouli not be printed, however, he did want to lel me know as of this time no definite
jcommiitment could-be given.

This, of course, is the usual "hogwash' on the part of Wiggins who cannot

. 'be trusted and usually atte mpts Lo run opposite good judgmant in ordeﬁfsalisﬁy his
oW ego, :
- T

The Director was advised immediately of the above facts.

) . I went over lo see Guthman al 12:05 PM. Guthman was told that apparently
‘there hac becn a "leak™ to the "Washington Post and Times Herald" in connection with

the "Presicential Commission' idea. I asked if he knew how this had come about. He
veplics that Jim Claylon, a reporter for the "Washington Post;* had contacted him this
-wnorning anc had referred to an article In today's issue of the ""New York Times" by

James "8cotly" Reston which specifically recommanded a "Presidential Commission"
‘columin attuched). Claylon asked for comment from the Department of Justice and Guthmm
.«old him he had no comment to make, that the FBI was apparently conducting an intensive
-investigation and nothing could be said until the FBI investigation had been completed.

Deputy Attorney General Katzenbach was in Guthman's office at the time
of my conversation with Guthman. After hearing our conversation, Katzenbach asked
my opinjon as to whelher he should perscnally call Russ Wiggins, I told him it was
entirely up to him. 1 asked him how well he knew Wiggins. He stated he hardly knew him
at all. 1 outlined briefly Lo Katzenbach the results of my conversation with Al Friencly,

.the Managing Editor. Katzenbach stated he knew he could not trust Wiggins but he
“would give him a call. )

: . Katzenbach called Wiggins at approximately 12:20 PM. He told Wipgins
-1e felt that all facts should be, of course, made available to the public but that the
©Jepacauent of Justice seriously hoped that the "Washinglon Post" would not encousage
vy speeific means or instrument by which Lhese should be made available to the public.

{ : o
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mo DeLoach to Mohr 11/25/63
le: Assassination of the President _

,

wigging ;t{:ed he' of course, could make no commitment to not write an edito al.. .

however, fhat the conv ersation that the FBI representalive had previously had
Friendly, the Managing Editor, had merit to it and he was inclined to go a.lonz.‘

Jde slnted he would give the mntter serious consideration.

ACTION:

This matter will be followed closely.

e
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telephone FL 7-4654, Dallas, telephonically advised Bim .--iriy i
. mpany bad received two rolls of 8 milimeter Kodachrome = »2.73::

. lll;-hl.kal— l-

v one roll of 35 milimeter film 4in a package from Mr, 8“’*5.4"'
¢ o oBRON , Chief ,tng:l.noor. zarcl II:. Canpa.ny. $230 Denteon Drivl S
s e T R e s SR e PIR) 2T
i ) Mr. BRONSQN onclond a letter with his film, stat ‘-:_,:'.:":'_':i

ae thlt the film had been taken a¢ the instant President KENXNEDY s g
-- - was assassinated. BRONSQN also advised in the letter that froa <:7.;
~. the position be was stationed when he took the ¥ilm, he feels > L'_' - 3

- Quite certain the Texas Bchool Book Depository building WA . &t

clearly photographed and he feels that the window from which .thc,;

o shots were fired will be depicted 4n the'film. He stated for ... '_-,-.

this reason he believes he ny have a picture ot the assassin, -~
a8 bhe fired the shota. . 3t RS F el _...._"‘__.,‘.,_‘_,. ._‘._.”51_....-.
e A - e Eey K m e o

.'g,‘,.

S Mr. BENT stated Mr. BRCINSUN': lettar indicated he 1 .-'
E desired to be cooperative regarding the film with proper - .- - . ~
.= . muthorities and BENT is of the opinion that BRONSON will hxvc‘-*-1-- v

s no objection to turning the film over to proper nutborl.ticl in :'- ;..':"- )
* " the event it is ot valul to the invutizntion.._, P B Tatg Sade ;' &

bt et PSS i - oL Sl S [T Sy "‘"'l‘ ﬁ"—-‘-'-"'— r.v‘-'a-h“:—.‘._—:
E oilenlort i ¥ur, BRR‘I.' Itltld that he would make arnnzelentl ‘with .4.;:",.4'

‘Mr. BRONSON to view the film at the Kcodak Processing C jer and -
+<. would arrange this so that FBEI Agents could be present ag thl om o -
N, e tilo :Imterv:le' BROBSON concerning his film o:r the Scene, ..

-- -u.-..—-s

-e® 3 ¥ "'0 .-".
‘:t‘:-'l Mr. BENT assured his full cooperntion regnrding 111’.',', .

1’11- received of a like mature that may possibly be connected "~ -*- *
‘with this matter and arrangements were made with bhia to medil.tily
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Cne ot the 35 =, color llides depicted a reuh - ;: .:. 2
wearing & brown coat taking pictures from an angle, which -~ .~ . .
would have, undoubtedly, included t Texas Schaoi Bock - ”'-- ;—_-; ]
Depository Bullding 4n the background of her picturea. Eer w‘-,-, .
pictures evidently were taken Just ag.the Prgsident was shot. . .
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picturel at the time, .- i, .\.._-..-,.. e peamanegto

. i PRI PSR R e ietaes el Y oy _\;.,..-..'_5._
e e - - - .- » : "B =
TR T

g Bt Arrangenenta have been xade with Mr. WALTER zam;::._:--_-;‘
T uhereby e:ch package of filwm received for processing by -~ u“u_-;:‘a, 4
" that company, will be returned to the owner of the film - Di=imx-

N . with a slip of gaper attached requesting the individual to ~7=°
»' . notify the local FBI Office in the event pictures in the . LT

o T
VY

<--. " package,reflect the acene when the President was lululnltad.q.Q -
" o LT nr.t?efﬁ‘ sdvised this company does the processing for all the . .
Y. - soutfwestern states, An airtel is being furnished southwest’ “"“ K]
= offices notifying them of the above lrrangementa :.n the event* -
~ . they recelve calls of this typc. i e i T e SN -.‘.:.I‘”-E':_';__' :
s e 5 gttt B e e R L B
% '.-'. + "tq L. -..- . . _-._.:3-.—:'...—. PR — n.a.-..‘.-.l 7‘-..-- -‘----- - ,..--.. t"*rgx' S 3
" 'C':?l Dallas _  Heainbaiow o - Q Hg e
W‘_' e o . o e i —&3 \.’-:‘:‘1'
’.[2)‘24/ g T8 S =R “_ SLARGH 1h3DD "l_f.‘.?g‘._,.
L ;I"‘-'-'!:"'- o .__’“--"-_".‘--t.—:_:'_‘_.-_'.__. 23 ,'._"_"_ ) mmr:@r _.‘_._1 -:“"‘":
o The S A S o et d S NOV-251883 “'{’ . -
s SR AT A LT s { FBI—DALLAS e
R R i it "lS Bk s o G s
A R O SN Sy e e s T e e :-' el
o e, WAL e e b o T . ST A yE ):-:_ b




UNITED STATES GO RNMENT

A{f emomna’um

-

ro l_' I Mr. DeLoach

v bog!

SUBJECT: HARRIET_VAN HORNE
CRITICISM OF FBI

NEW.YORK WORLD-TELEGRAM AND.’I‘HE SUN s

DATED MAY 26, 1964 "
BACKGROUND:

) Captioned individual 1

\

&
\.;

her colum f May 26 1964 entitle
" About Dallas" refers to recent writings about the

"Doubts

ssassination of Pres!dent Kennedy%

'.’ In referring (o historical writings In general she states she Is a skeptic and refers
‘to same of the recent news stories about Lee Harvey Oswald and the doubt that has
assassin. Miss Van Horne refers to the

been expressed by some that he is the

-rumors and erroncous storles already discredited by the FBI such as the recently
released photograph allegedly showlng an Individual who resembled Oswald in.the

f,‘(/_.

goorway of the Texas Schoolbook Depository at the time President Kennedy was shot; 5
there were five bullets involved In the assassination, some of the shots coming from
in front of President Kennedy; Oswald was working as an informant for the FBI, 3
Miss Van Horne claims these questions will be argued by historians for years and
refers Lo the Ineptitudes of the Dallas Police Department and the Secret Service and t
the FBI. In a democracy there is no place for ©
'secret pohce ' however holy their reputation. "

"arrogant, above-the-fray aftitude of
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orne was born 5-17-20 at Syracuse, New York. She received a B, A,

“degree from the Universily of Rochester in 1940, She fs married to Dawa\%)we.
is a telgvfsion critic and columnist with the New York World Telegram and

where ghe has been employed since 1942, “She has also been associated with t Bapra
Scripps-loward Newspapers as a TV columnist since 1962, She is a free-lancc/Ai

and is a IroPupn} mnelist on radxo and television,

e

I .b-\ s Accordmg to the current Issue ol "Celebrity Register,

Horne has made news scveral times with her columns;.
column regarding Cardinal Spellman which was later pulled from the paper; her col mns .

on Margaret Tr um‘m's singing, one of which staled "She gat.her best. reception wher).the”
audience was cntircly membcrs of 1 lndies Democratic club, " » - ,.:?
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She resides in New York City.
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: :f}ureau files reveal only three references to Miss Van Horne.] In 1958
one of her television columns referred to the television Industry's efforts to improve
television programs. In connection with violence on television she referred to typical :
Ielters she had recetved from TV viewers one of whom referred to the Director as .
stating that some types of television programs are unhealthy entertainment and a "~ *
contributing factor to juvenile delinquency. The two other references deal with her
name belng mentioned during our {nvestigation of subjects of Bureau cases who

referred to her radio or television column but there was no Indication that Harriet Van
Horne was associated with these Individuals) s sesn e .

Lt e B L U

A check of the New York Indices today falled to disclose any pertinent
references to Miss Van lorne, : SR i g e 5n ST m

j ' Richard D‘.’ Pelers, Editor of the'New York World-Telegram and the
Sun, Is on the Special Correspondents' List and we have had cordial relations with him

and his newspaper. Last outgolng correspondence to him was 5-13-64 In connection
with the Director's 40th Anniversary,

.
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; PROM "3 C. D. DecLoach ,! L ;‘_'_
ST ARRIET VAN HORNE -
o CRITICISM OF FBI : .
NEW YORK VWORLD- TF?LEGRAM AND  THE sgm / N
DATED MAY 26 1964 —: - PRSI '-',_:3‘l" sk
3 i 4.“’cc .'o PO L Ty l ,
' Reterence Mr. Jones' mcmoranclum lo me daled 5 27-64 in capt}oned

|

malter, Harriet Van llorne, in referring to the Kennedy assassination, mentions

. geyeral specilic questions that she heileves will be argued by historians for years. :

,‘ _ She referred to the Inepliludes of the Dallas Police Department, the Secret Service

«* and Uhe "arrogant, above-the- fray attitude of the FBL " She added, "In a democracy

there Is no place fort' secrel police, ‘,Smx ever holy their reputation. " It was e
recommended that I talk with W—dker tone, Clue[ Editor_of the Scnpps-Howa}
Newspapers regarding this woman, 1 \/ T (<o :

\;-’.‘-

' [ talked with Walker aboul this matler on 6-3- 64 I told him it seeme
rather slrange to see one of the Scripps-Howard columnists taking off against the
FBI without some justifiable reason. He agreed. He stated that although he would
‘get In touch with his Mew York O[hce and have llus woman sel slraightiﬁ 3
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- At 2:30 p.m., 3-3- 64 Jerry O'Leary of the WashinglOn Eveninggar —
vho is very triendl;,, telephoned and lalked to Wick. He said that one of the top ol‘l‘iclals
[ The Evening Slar s In Paris and reported lo officials Washinglou that above- TN
‘aptioned is wriling scurrilous storles about Lee Harvey Oswald In a Parls newspaper,

l,' Express. The articles brimarlly deal with Th‘e"Tamehanan that Oswald was n.n\
ml‘ormanl of the FBL . . e

« -".--'-....‘- ‘!l" . '[,/
O'Leary salJll is the beliel of omcials ol the Star lhat th!s Buch.’inan
's lhe same man who was fired by the Star in 1948 when he admitted he was a member
of the Communist Parly in Baltimore. O'Leary asked if he could be confidentially told
.vhelhpr this was the same man s0 thal the Star ornclal In Paris could be 80 lnrormed.

-~ '.-
-

ACTION TAKEN: ° Al ‘ ' ' .

et S MURE RGN

-

Aller checking, and revlewlng files 100 354341 (which Is an lnvestigalive
‘Ile on the subject), It was delermined thal we are fully aware of subject's presence in
Parls where he has resided since Oclober, 1961, and has been employed in the i
eleclronics field for Le Maleriel Telephonlque He also has writlen a couple of books
and CIA advised thal subject describes himselfl as " famous American communist
journalist, " FBI Agenls have Intervieid subject on several occasions between 1952 and
1957. He has told us he resigned from CP membership prior to August, 1956, because
ol loss of interest. He has publicly admilted In 1948, after he was tired rrom the Star
'n Washinglon, that he was a member of the CP, .

O'Leary was told that the man in Paris currently writing articles about
Dsnald Is the same indnndual who was fired Ly the Star in March, 1948. oo -
o' - I\"? E) b ‘m : I"

The above Is for record purposes, ] ——
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| SUBJECT: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT KENNEDY ¢
I L), Egle e
1 J
d Deputy Altorney General Katzenbach telephoned last evening.
He sald Lhat he recognized the tremendous task which faced the Bureau in
gelling out the reports in this malter. He asked, however, if we could i {
give him some idea as to when they might be coming over to him. He / ‘{'J;)
particularly noted that he did not want his call regarded as any kind of a
pressure for speed, because he knaw It was more important to have them

done right and this would take time. Nevertheless, he is trying lo make

plans to handle this in the Department. To this end he has assigned

jllorneys to review the published malerial, partlicularly the rumors and
speculations that have been printed in the press. These are being com-
pired with thuse contained in telegrams and lellers received in the Department.

In this regard, Katzenbach has noled that there are many
extremes. For example, he said one telegram had been sent to the
Department by a private citizen stating that Oswald must have had
accomplices in killing the President because Oswald was mt a sufficiently.
talented marksman to have committed the crime alone. Katzenbach -

] recognized that obviously no report can resole minutia of this kind but ~ /
he ciled it as the extremes to which the speculation has gone. ~ A ]

One of the dangers which Kalzenbach sees is the possibility
thal the stale hearing to be held in Texas may develop some pertinent"
information nol now known. In an effort to minimize this, he is having .
Assistanl Altlorney General Miller confer with the state officials in Texas
in an efforl to have them restrict their hearing to the proposition of
showing merely that Oswald killed the President, together with any inquiry
the stale feels necessary as to the activilies of local authorities. He hopes
to avoid the stale hearing going into the question of motive or trying to
resolve the communist angle. He, of course, at this time does not know
how sucesslul these eflorts will bf”-."' hte ol 4. ety /6 6‘1
As a sidelight, Kalzenbdch said he had learned on an extremely
, c$)n.lidel:linl basis that Ali-;'\{“gr‘lil?, lhtt.z ?Vn%l%&_,mwyer, had been‘_&n\ R
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TELEPHONE CALL - e el
THE PRESIDENT TO
J, EDGAR HOOVER

Pres.

Two things. Apparently sorms lawyer in Justica is
lobbying with the Fost becanse that's where the
suggestion came {rom for this Prasidential Commission
which we think wounld be very bad and put it right in the
Whitea Eouss. Now we can't he checking up on every
shooting scrape in the coumtry, but theay've gona to the
Fost now to get tham an edltorial, and the FPost is
ealllng up and Aaying thay'rs going to run an editorial

i we don't do things, Now we're going to do two things
and ] wantsd you to know about it.

Ons: e balleve that the way to bandle this as we said
yusterday -- your suggestion -- that you put at evary
facility at your commard, making a foll raport to the
Attornay Gonaral and then they make it availabls to ths
country {n whatever form may sesm desinable,

Becond: It's a stats mattar, too, &nd the Stats Attorney
Cenaral i3 young ard able and prudent and very cooperztive
with you ~= he's going to rua a eourt of inquiry which is
provided for by a stats law snd ha's golng to hava associated
with him the rooat outstanding jarists in ths countrp EBut
ba's a good comasrvative fellow and we don’t start invading .
local jurisdictions that way and he undsrxtands what you'rs
doimng and he'n for it, and I wanted you to undersiand

what he was doing, and ha's wery strong for it and he's
guing to anmouncs {t inday, How U you get too many coaks
massing with the broth it makss — mess it op. And I

think that thesa two are trained orgamirations and the
Attorney A 2 Genaral of the state bolds Courts of

Inquiry evary tirma a law is viclated, and the FBI makes
these {xvestigations. 3o ] wastad you te koow that and

you ought ts tall your press men that that's what's
happening and thay cas expect Waggorar Cary the Attornay
Genaral of Taxas to rmake sa aAanouncamant this morzing,

to bave a state {aquiry and you ean affer them your foll
cooperation and vice versa, he'll do it with you.

We'll work together on it.

Copy LBJ Libracy



Pras.

JEH

JEH

LBJ

LB3J

JEH

LBJ

JEH

And any influance you got with the Poat, have them
point to them that yoa don't want too many things
and just picking out a Tom Dewey lawysr from New
Tork ard sending him down -- hunting new facts --
this Commissian thing, Mr. Herbett Hoover tried
that and sometimes a’ Commission that's not trainaed
hurts more than it halps.

It's a ragular circas than.

That's right.

Because {t'll be covered by TY and everything like that.
Just like an investigating commitiee,

Exactly., [don't have omieh influence with the Post
because [ {rankly don't read it, 1 view it like the

Daily Worker,

Tou told me that cnees befors.

I just want your peopla to knaw the facts, and your pecple
can say that and that kind of nagates {t, you ses?

Tes alr.

Thark you

Thank you, Mr, Prasidac,

Copy LBJ Libra
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o pialled Lir, Tiltor Jenidne at the White Flouny and advieed "o -
Rlay that we had killed ha elllorisl fo the Fosl, I aa)d the matler had ..o ...
been dlacucsod with My, Fy : RS

lendly, the wanaging editor,
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g lurther mdriacd M'r, Jeoking that ke, Friendly had szid
bad been discuseed; Liat thay did pot thionk (he report ought to be relraged Mk
by tha Alorney Genernl or #nrona In they Depariment of Jusllee; that 8 7~
should bs relenged ¢

Ith1r by the rrevident or gome Olatingulched farlgt - - /
who would xeview t, . - : T T s
' Mr. Jenking acked what I thought of this, and 1 pald T 1re :

Ll | $
- dI lboag)t':/'f
wo Qughl Lo pes baow he rerart gheapes up; as it looked 8l the moment, 1 - Cin
thought It Probabdly would be beitor to haye It relaosed by tho Preskdent; :
- tbal yealerday the President (alf H mhou ik

Justice) but from the alllluds of Friendly, hia fsellng 1s Lhat {n the couniry

~ there I3 so runch feeling npclunt the Attorney Gsneral gt mighl not be ... 1.,
nceepied as Lhe complele andt trus plelurg notwithstanding tho fact the lovestl- -

. Ballon was nisde by the TRL | sald, In view of the Fost's porliion which

fe Lhoy naturally would hvs, it 2220101 L0 ;e Ll Teports me will suboull wij] - |

ik bave all the exhibits mnd coals

lvery readlly be macy avallable fo ths presy
] Uy elthar the Allorney Cencral or the Vresldent, ==
Tebowan
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7. 1ihisk we should o1 Hot walll e gel the nport 0a ths Ouwald sltual v
.+ \lalhat exse Ut may ba » witastlon where he hag baea made a meriyr \--"1 '
. belng shot by Ruby, [ elaled (hat ] am alming fora dcudlm of R‘u!andq
. ollhllvnklcr:nponoobmm o o s Feead
ﬂ vat L
s R = -l'__,,\_\
_ ' Talsa adrlnd hMr. Jonklne that we m ;ntllnc I.n lo.tch vﬂh T2

. Ristrict Atloraey Wade In Dallas and olfering any sasirtance and all . E
“v . aoo;erallon whlech wo undereland be will glve wa. Ianid there ¢ca be lo i'-"
qrte + doubt al all from & Lechnlval polnt & view thal Ogwald bought the gus Lrnm
8 mall-orcer housa fa Chicego) handurlilng Mentl1sd; came to & post .
ollice box ln Dallas maindaluad by his macther| bad Un gna at his Iwau. o -5?-
T bls wile adoltled gun was there bal couldn’t 10ently gun; bat on mornlm e
g of the mspapsinallog, the pirn who pleksd Oawald up to bring him to work _
gt s sald Oawald carrled p guckagn wrapoed In brown paper; he eaked Cawald .
= - whal was {alhs package and Usnald anid thoy wore corlalo 1003 the lady ©
© .t had glven Jm a3 he wns golrg o decorale his own honsa with them; and - 7.,
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
.. .FOR THE DISTRICT UF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG,

b

Plaintiff
- Civil Action No. 75-226

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
et al., S

Defendants

" DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S
- MOTIONS TO STRIKE,.TO COLIPEL ANSWERS
T0 INTERROGATORIES, FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS, AND RESPUNSE TO MOTION TO
.POSTPONE CALENDAR CALL AND STAY ALL
FURTHER  PROCLEDINGS

On February 19, 1975, plaintiff filed thie suit under the
Freedﬁm of Information Act, as ‘amended, 5 U.S.C. 352, seeking
disclosure of the spectrographic analyses and other tests made
by the F.n.I., for the Warren Cowmissioﬁ in connection with the
investigation into the assassination of Preasident John F, Kennedy,
as well as any tests made by the Atomic Energy Commission in
connection with said investigation,

On March 14, 1975, plaintiff and hig attorney met with

representatives of the F,B.I. for the purpose of specifically
T ¥/

identifyling the scope of plaintiff's request, Defendants attach

3/ Plaintiff's attorney was adviged by correspondence prior
to filling of this action that the Atomic Energy Commlssion (nox
Energy Research and Development Adminiefrat{nn) memeetotot o 1o s



vas served with plaintiff's motion to strike the Kilty affidavit

on grounds, inter alia, of bad failth, and other discovery-relafed
motions cnlcgl?ted to probe behind QEfendants' agsertions of . B
good faith compiiaﬂce with plaintiff's Freedom of Information Act *~
request, Plaintiff alleges in his motlon to strike and attached
affidavit that the Kilty affi&avit is delibe;ately deceptive,

not based upon personal knowledge, gnd should have been made by
Speoigl Agent Robert A, Frazier who plaintiff believes ig still an
active agent with the F.B.I.'thofatory. Defenda?ts respectfully
inform counsel apd &he Court, however, that Speqial Agent Robert

L
-

A, Frazier retired from the F.B.I. on April 11, 1975 after

thirty-three years, ten montha and three days service, and that

oupefvisory Special Agent Kilty is the most knowledgeable active
service Special Agent to give. this testimony on behalf of the
F.B.I. |

: In the wotion to strike (pp. 2;5), plaintiff also alleges the

exlstence of certain documents which he claims have not been

provided by the F.B.I, In a gense, plaintiff could make such

‘claims ad infinitum since he is perliaps more familiar with events

surrounding tha investigation of President Kennedy's assassination

than anyone now employed by the F,B,I, However, in a final
<

attempt to comply in good faith with plaintiff's requeaL, a still



