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the shots the Commission says were fired that might have hit both men.  The evidence is entirely contrary.  Russell's dissent was more basic than he realized.

Rep. . . . Ford . . . wanted the report to state there was "compelling" evidence that the same bullet hit the President and the governors while Sen. Russell wanted it to state there was only "credible" evidence . . .  McCloy . . .  took credit for suggesting use of the adjective "persuasive," which appears in the report.

While Sen. Russell might have suggested "credible" in a spirit of compromise, the evidence was not credible to him.  He did not then and does not now believe that one bullet struck both.

The Report and Russell cannot both be right.  Russell is.  He was conned into accepting the "compromise."

As it appears in the Report, this "compromise" is what the staff had to know was a complete impossibility.  It is, therefore, to staff knowledge, a deliberately false statement.  It is so basic that, if it is not true ‑ and it absolutely cannot be true ‑ the entire Report is false.  This is the language of the third conclusions from page 19 of the Report:

Although it is not necessary to any essential findings of the Commission to determine just which shot hit Governor Connally, there is very persuasive evidence from the experts to indicate that the same bullet which pierced the President's throat also caused Governor Connally's wounds.

First and, serious as it is, of less consequences there is no evidence, from experts or any other source, that one bullet did all this damage.  All the evidence is opposite.  There is a tortured conjecture, based on a hypothesis that was contrived not to fulfill the existing conditions, that one bullet might have done it.  The Commission never established, for example, that one such bullet could have transited both bodies, smashing bones in three parts of Connally's alone.  It did establish that one bullet could not have caused Connally's injuries without considerable deformation, which the bullet alleged to have caused this damage did not sustain.  The Commission's uncontested evidence is that no bullet could have done all this.  The Report merely flies into the face of all the evidence and tells a lie.

However, the unassailed and 100 percent unquestionable proof is that the only time both men might have been struck by one bullet is when they were both hidden from Zapruder's camera by the road sign.  Therefore, it is absolutely "necessary" to the Commission's findings to establish, which bullet did hit Connally, for if this career is not attributed to the first bullet, it can be attributed to none.

So, Senator Russell was imposed upon.  His doubts were proper and correct.  He had, as the staff intended, a wrong concept of Oswald's connections ‑ his belief is opposite to what Oswald's connections really were but his was right in believing he and the other Commissioners had not been given the true picture of Oswald.

He was right in suspecting a conspiracy for, without any possibility of doubt, the inadequate investigation intended to establish the opposite, nonetheless, proved it by proving no one man could have done all this shooting with that rifle.

And he was very right in disbelieving the "single-bullet theory."  It is a great and historic tragedy that he had not attended more of the proceedings, for the little additional knowledge he would have required might then have come to him.  However, the failure of the staff to inform him honestly and completely in response to his dissents is culpable.  Rankin and all the others had to know the basic evidence, all of which was Russell's way and all of which was misrepresented to him.

His first reaction was not acceptable to the Commission.  Here is the version of the Atlanta paper:

There was, by then, great pressure to release the report so that it would not come out too close to the November 1964 presidential elections.

"Warren was determined he was going to have a unanimous reports" the senator said.  "I said it wouldn't be it any trouble just to put a little asterisk up here" ‑ in the text ‑ and then down at the bottom of the page saying, "Sen. Russell dissents to the finding as follows . . .'

"But Warren wouldn't hear of it.  He finally took that part and rewrote it himself."

Here we have the significance of the missing transcript of the executive session for that day, the delay of six weeks in Rankin's even giving the paraphrase to the members who, by then, were happy the Report was behind them and merely filed their copies.  One member of the Commission, to whom I showed this proof that his record for history, so painfully made, had been eliminated from the official records, was entirely unaware of what had been done to him behind his back..

That transcript would show the exact nature of the objections, the fact that at least three members of the Commission were in disagreement with the basis of its wrong conclusions, and would reveal the discussions and who misinformed the members.  Therefore, it cannot exist where those who know the material can have access to it.  There is the possibility that with the passing of time, Russell's recollection dimmed, and that more than three members were not in accord with these conclusions of the Report.  There is also the possibility that one or more of the other members may have said something he would now, knowing the truth, interpret as an objection, giving the dissenters a majority.

That session could not be allowed to exist in its verbatim form, for if it exists, the Report cannot.

Not having seen it, I cannot with certainty report what it says and shows.  Because it was improperly hidden, officially destroyed, one can only conjecture.

I make that conjecture.  Aside from recording the deliberate misleading and misinforming of the Commission member, this verbatim record is of such a character that, in the light of what is now known, it could be interpreted to have conspiratorial meaning.

The members were misinformed.  There can be no doubt of this.

Whoever misinformed them would have to explain why.  He could not plead ignorance, for no responsible member of the staff, from Rankin down, could not have known better than the members were told.

Therefore, he or they knew what he was doing when he did misinform them to get them to sign a Report he know was false.

When this change was made, we can determine.  Perhaps the determination cannot be definitive.  However, the covering letter is signed and dated.  Here it is:
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Thus, we know that the paraphrase was substituted for the stenographic transcript prior to November 5, 1964.  If it was done before the Report was issued, it was done at a time of great rush and preoccupation.  If it was done thereafter, it was accomplished when there was no staff, for the Commission's work ended with the filing of its Report.

The language refers to this paraphrase as "minutes."  It is not, for it begins with the deception of the first pages that it is a verbatim transcript.  The use of the word "minutes" when the Commission had none, having the transcript undoubtedly told the members when their copy and the letter arrived and their staffs told them, that this was, in fact, the transcript.  There is no reason to believe the Members ever expected anything other than a verbatim transcript, which sometimes is described as minutes."

Rankin used this opportunity to complicate affairs with the financial statements which the members had not seen, or delayed delivery of the "minutes" so the members' attention might be taken by their financial statement.  Regardless of what the words of his memorandum means there is no doubt that he is the one who sent the paraphrase to the members.

So, regardless of who decided to eliminate the verbatim transcript, prepared this paraphrase or made the actual substitution, Rankin know about it.  It is inconceivable that any member of the staff would have dared such a caper on his own.  What is most likely is that Rankin did it himself.  Certainly no one else sent it to the members.

It is only an assumption that this was sent the members.  There are no receipts in the files, no routing slips, no record of distribution.  However, I make that assumption because not to is an even greater indictment of the integrity of the entire operation and all Involved in it.  If this memo is but a covert a blind for the files, and was not sent to each member the seeming conspiracy of which it is part is more complex and complicated.

From the preceding recitation of fact, we know without question that the members of the Commission were misinformed when they had. factual substantive questions about the Report drafted under Rankin's supervision and control;

From the only existing page of direct, verbatim transcript, we know that only one member of the staff was present at this, the most crucial meeting.  That was Rankin;

Instead of the stenographic transcript, for which the taxpayers paid which would show the exact words of the exact question of the exact language of the draft of the Report, and the specific words of the specific answers provided, represented as factual, a paraphrase was substituted.

There was no need for the elimination of the exact language of the verbatim transcript.  It was not required in any proper function or responsibility of the Commission, its members or its staff.

The Report by then had been set in type.  These changes were in the Report as it had been prepared by the staff, not the members, some of whom disagreed with its very foundation.

Only one man, aside from the members, could have exercised the right or authority to order this substitution which eliminated every single comment every single member of the Commission had to make on the Reports which means elimination of the basic conclusions of the Report.  That., too, is J. Lee Rankin.

From this, it is apparent that the one man responsible for misinforming Commission members when they balked at signing a fraudulent Report, the one man in a position to misinform them, the one man present at that "Top Secret" executive session, the man who knew they were so "Top Secret" that no one, not even other members of the staff, was to know about them or see them, and the one man who knew the fact and saw to it that the Commissioners were factually wrong in what they finally agreed to in the Report, is J, Lee Rankin.

From this, I believe it is not unfair to allege that J. Lee Rankin, former Solicitor General of the United States, the Department of Justice's own lawyer, is responsible for the original error in the Report, for the error that replaced it, for the misinforming of the members of the Commission which alone made this possible, and for the elimination of the historical record ‑ and any words he may himself have uttered of that "Top Secret" executive session.

There is no doubt the Report is a fraud.

Rankin is the man of primary responsibility for it.

Since the end of the Commission, he has maintained a detachment from its work, as though he, its guiding hand and spirit, had had nothing to do with it.  He has declined confrontation with those who know the facts.  He has been silent in the face of the most serious charges that I have already published, including charges against him personally.

He can no longer.

Here is a record he must disprove or explain, if any sensible, honorable explanation is possible.

Somebody must now start producing all those documents suppressed and, worse, destroyed, so far as the files show.

They cannot have been destroyed, not all copies of all records.  I have already found a number, copies of which were misfiled before the file were purged.

However, the files contain copies, not the originals.  Those originals all exist somewhere.  They must be produced for the examination and study of those knowing the truth and facts those who can understand them, not an apologetic, servile press only too anxious to abdicate its sacred responsibilities and try and explain away what cannot be.  Whether or not a few innocent can be damaged – and, without doubt, this is possible ‑ steps can be taken for their protection.  The government went out of its way not to protect those of suspected leftward leanings, making all the defamations in the files readily available.  The possible injury to a few innocent people whom the federal spooks added to the files is insignificant compared to the tremendous national damage already done by the writing, issuance and acceptance of a. knowingly fraudulent Report.

This, I again repeat, means that the legitimizing of the Johnson's succession was also fraudulent.  Whether or not Johnson was responsible for the assassination, ‑ and I again repeat I believe otherwise ‑ he came into power by it and by it alone.  He is the man who is responsible for the kind of investigation, for the selection of over busy figureheads to run it, and for the federal investigators, who did all the "investigating," which in this case, includes the framing, hidings misrepresentations misinterpretation, and even destruction, of the evidence.

When the integrity of the government and our society is dependent upon this Report and it is established that the Report is, at best, wrong and, at worst, a deliberate, manufactured fraud, there can be no consideration outweighing the urgent, immediate national need for the release, at the minimum, for the examination of those who can understand it, of the still-secret data.

If the government now, in the face of this record, in the teeth of proof that even the members of the Commission were deceived into basic error, refuses this, the meaning will be beyond misinterpretation.

From the very beginning, there was abundant evidence of federal involvement in the assassination of John Kennedy and complicity in the assassinations of his brother and the Reverend Martin Luther Kings Jr.  The government know of plans to murder all three and did nothing.

The question that did exist is whether federal involvement was involuntary.

Should the federal government, which alone is responsible for all of the suppressions, all of the destruction of evidence, refuse to open its secret chests and permit competent examination of what it sequestered, that doubt will be dissipated.

One interpretation only will be possible, that federal involvement in the assassinations was not involuntary.

This would mean only that John Kennedy was killed by or on order of the federal government he headed or the one then replaced him.

This requires immediate response.  There is nothing as important an unequivocal response.

The customary slanders and libels will not be an answer.  This must be confronted directly and can be only by the release of every single suppressed paper, the production of the originals of all the destroyed evidence.

Silence will be an affirmative answer.
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